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During the First Srsston of the Vit ENTH Partta- 
+ RY rp J if ’ j m } e ee ¥»> 
MEN’ of the United Kinedom of Grrar Br rAt 
7 . 
o er - 1 j ; 7 
and IRELAND, appointed to meet at Mest 
* f =< r f IO- 
minster, 15th November, 185 
. - owe ; , . ] » 7 
m the First Year of the Reien of Ter Mlaies: 
Y ‘ ¥% ‘ a : 
4 te > A 
QU iE MN ¥ Fr TORTA 
tir OT on . * 
Hilth Volume of the Session, 
HOUSE OF LORDS sh t to: toni id 
i iil 
‘: : W t l iV, ! | 
Monday, May 21, 1838. , 
. wit petits hat ti 
MINUTES Petitions presented. By the Earl of ‘ . : } we 
from St. Thomas, Dublin, and another parish t , ‘ ; vee 
city, by the Earl of Mounrcasnes, from Ferme not ; but n t 
Marquess of DowNnsuinre, f 1 the HFligl S i ] t |} { ft ; 
Grand Jury of the county of ¢ } i { , ya a 
parishes in the county of Down, by the Mat f Lon il iat ah j = 
DONDERRY, from Ard rl plac 1, { it \ uid Vv t 
county of Down, Gk » in the y of A it oO t] S 1 ve iT t } 
Muff, in the county of Donegal, Ardr¢ » Ardf I P ee ie - ; 
eronan, Ballyporeen, Banagher, and several other } phlei a 7 l to 
in the county of Londonderry, by Lord CARBERY | iad, that, ch b HniS OF was 
by the Marquess of WestMEaTuH, from a hin D h \¢ ‘ t} 
, vis in } )} y 
against certain portions of the Poor Relief (Ireland) L : _ 
zt t } Py 
—By the Duke of BuccLeuGn, from the Presbyter na | di: ' ane - 
town of Dumfries, and by the Archbishop» of CANTE tl d ty { W ( { a ! to 
BURY, from Bath, for the better Observance of t Sal +] P j ! 

t ‘ ' : 
bath.—By Lord Dacre, from Hitching, by Lord Foury, , ; ie mt spi: 
from Worcester, by the Archbishop of York, the other | f Parhan nd 
by the Archbishop of CANTERBURY, several by the D throug t tl CC t \ | ( s fron 
of CLEVELAND, from Sunderland, by Lord DENMAN, | 4} f ip a3 : Pep 
‘ : y t | Ta) tI) tural 1 ¢ ' » t , 
from Nottingham, by Lord BrouGuam, from the Corp ie ” : oe : i : oie » Treg 
rate body of the city of Edinburgh, the Presbytery of | Himseti | » ti Suspi hh ¢ Delp 
Paisley, and several other places, for the Immediate Al tu 1, in resp ct to so important a | 
lition of Negro Apprenticeship. } * f ! 

Sul DY mMOlives Of either an uny\ { or 

! ] 
P selfish character, and to give to t who 
y _T y ‘ D 
£ OOR-LAW (IRELAND).] Lord Fitz- | proposed a measure for the relief of the 
. . . » ‘ 7 : : ste: 
gerald, having presented a petition from | people an ample portunity to explain 
. . . . ‘ ~ | 
an individual, who, stating that he had / its principies and obiccts. He ] } 
5 : i i oe ‘abel 
considered the bill passed by the othe: ver, should their Lordshiy cide 
. ' vam : 7 ; } 
House of Parliament did not go far! upon reading the bill a second time. t] uf 
| o a S¢ i me, 
> vO Lee ¢ 1 " . 
enough, nevertheless prayed their Lord- | it might be materially altered in the cor 
VOL, XLUI, {23 "B 








wv 


a 


mittee; and as far as the efforts of an 


| eee ] | ] ) 
humble individual could go, he pi deed 


3 Poor- Lau fLORDS} 


himself to try and make the measure what | 


ht to be. 


it were not ma le in committee sut has he 
desired to si it made, he should certainly 
claim to himself the right of taking a 
different of it upon the third read Oo 
from that he ntertained — re | clin th 
fitting course to be | on its pre- 
ent stave. 

\ ( unt uv LOOUr ne rose to mo Lire 
second re lin ot h Pp l Reliet i ind 
Bill, and spoke to the following eficet 
Your Lordships are so well acq cl 
with the origin and foundation of this 
measure, and of the proceedings whicl 
have already occurred with regard to it, 
that mn moving the second rr Tai 1y Of t} 


present bill, | do not think it necessary to 
Is at any great Jencth. Your 
ire well aware of the circum- 


0 into detail 


] } ] { 
stane attendant upon the chal » Of 
{ | } ] +] cael 
th Dp or-law in Kneeland, to ther With 

. } . tee ! 
the effects attmbuted to it before that 


1 7 

1 eacl : 

took Lordships 
i 


Commis- 


] | 
sued, and that 


piace. 
are aware, Of course, that a 
Inquiry 

. 7 1 
introduced 


1834, 


sion of was i 
and passed by 


notwith 


a bill was 


vour Lordships in which, 


tanding all the observations and attacks | 


made on it, I will venture to say has been 
attended with a success beyond any expect- 
ations which could fairly or re asonably be 
anticipated from it. 
feeling with respect to some provisions 


also for he poor of [re land pr Valk d al 
th time when the nel h bill was 
passed, and a committee was accordingly | 
1p} inted, which entered on a minute 
maquiry, and made an elaborate and able 


report; and = your Lordships are also 
aware, that a mission was d¢ Spe tehed with 
the ; 
4] castles 

the recommendations of 
s. You know, my 


eport of the Commission: rs, and on 


further consi 
the 
Lords, that on 


the view to 


SLOT 
the | 
the report of the gentlemen so sent, this 


open on the prese nt occasion. 
I 


e 
> 
\ 


iich it devolves on me to 
My Lords, 
{ will not here expatiate on the 


founded y 


oreat 
which is cast on me, bein 


difficulty 
inadex 
ler with respec 


stion involved 


perfectly convinced of the juacy of 
; 
ny powers, whetl t to the 


[ 
al que in the principle 


f this bill, or with respect {to any parti- 


rence! 


cular knowledge of circumstances ol 
the country to whi h at provisions a {oO 
pply ind bem’ well mare that i! 


My Lords, a general | 


comiuitis~ 


(dreland ) 4 


1 
observations which I may address to your 
must necessarily be either insuf_ 
] ’ 


ficient in their nature, or 1nWeommensurate 


fee l 


See 2 
magnitude of the 


t port Th 


subject, | 


' 
relleved from a grea 
} 


land su pense, and much of the anxiety 
| | : 
| } J 
and icitude which lust pro] na 
| i i 
| naturally embari al one standing in 
. : | 
Cine circumstan 5 Will Un) LOW 
} a } 
placed, by knowing your Lordshiy 
’ ! 
nay all hi; iaccecss ( ab! reports | 
: ' ‘ 
; Hay just lve! Lt iown | am about 
3 ¥ ’ ! 
to 1 yp ( "1 O ur Lordsl I} ; 
i res Er tt which ri entel 
i 
1 tal | » 4 nt ¢ hnio from that to 
} 1 ' 
1 Wik 1} K YOu ) assent i own 
' ' 
that in taku reneral view of tl uv 
| } : 
} ject I was fe ne period so fearful of 
& troducel ail } VISI¢ for the po j 
| 
| { } = ] ) 
|of Treland, and so \y ware oO! t! 
+ } ? 
agangel Whieh al 1 v | nled out, that 
| " } 
| l certainiy was unwilling to iopt such a 
i 
1 ' 
measure ; t I beg any of your Lor 
: 1 } 
$0 ps \ } OYNPO this p I iv B il from 
i ‘ 


| 
| 
| 
| 
j 
} 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


1 dread that a legal prov 1 for t poo! 
of Treland must | simitar to that Which 
former Big nd that the 
irmeriy existed in ola Vii la } 


woicn were oun 





poor-laws a lopte ( 


in England, and which were suffered to 
grow up under itsadministration, although 
] . mal . 1 : 

the evils of the English system were creat, 
alth ugh its effeets | 


t 
t 


hreatened to absorb 


he whole of the capital and property of 
he ce¢ untry, and altho oh it had an un- 
questionably baneful effect on the charac- 


—Vvet, | repe is | pew 


as 


ter of the p opl 


your Lordships not b f away with any 
veneral reasoning or feelings of the d 

eripiion which ] 1) LV hot ed, but to 
recoll Ct. hat tl prog) oO} th e@ ¢éVvil 
wa sloy ci { they L not ppeal i 
first: that a system of poe laws was for 
a lone time found consistent with a great 
decree of pre pe (\ and g «| POVCTIi« 
ment in this country; that the evils 
arose from the ystem of the admi- 
nistration of he poor law ind not 
from the poor-law itself; ui — al 

impiore vVoul Lo: ships to nh idet 

whatever may be the general opinion as to 


Its effects in producing poverty and in 


juring the character of the country, that 
there are very stron reasons to suppose, 
on subsequent consideration, that there 
were attending the introduction of th 

poor-las other advantages hich, ina 
rreat ad ompen d and counter 

{ yhar | Miva f wh 1} | rol 
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not attempt to deny; and [ beg you 


Lordships further to consider that these 
evils, great as they were, could be reme- 


died, and that a remedy has been actua 


applied to the evils of thatsystem. There 


is, therefore, no reason, on general grounds 


} | ° . 
yr the application of 


for at once rejecting aj y a 
system of poor-laws to a country in which 
it has not as yet existed, or for ad ypting 


the 


supposition that the evils of it would 
be found SO @! ii iS ») re d ! if Mm pos- 
sible to meet or overcome them. | 
the amended system of th 
law that this bill, which [ now prop to 
your Lordships foi reading, 
founded: it is, in fact, ai tation < 
the act of 1834 to the circumstances of 
Ireland, with such alt yns as re- 





quired by the peculiar circumstances of 
that country, and such ameudment 


the « Xperience of its working suggested it 
would be prudent and expedient to ad 
It is probable, conside rings the 
this bill has undergone 
the great interest which it 
have ¢€ xcited, “a 
its provisions —that your Lor Iships are 
well acquainted with the general objects 
to which it purports to be directed. 1, 
therefore, think it only necessary to stat 
its provisions in a short and cursory man- 
ner. The bill is founded on the act of 
1834, and its administration is placed in 
the hands of the Poor-law Commissioners 
of Eneland, with the addition of one 
commissioner, an augmentation to the 


e ee ’ 
cussion whic 
must necessari 


and the iL Importance | t 


establishment which is justified by the 
greater labour and the more important 
duties cast on that commission by the 


operation of this law. ‘The commissioners 
have the power of changing t 
England and 
one commissioner is to be 
Dublin, all the powers of the 
board except that of making evener il rules. 
The commissioners of 
the same powers to form the country Into 


he sittines 


the board in Ireland, 
resident tn 
having 
Ireland are to hav 
unions 
and also to dissolve 
without the the guardians, 
which is a different provision from that 
in the Enelish bill, but has 
been found necessary in the circumstances 


as those which exist in England; 
form and 
consent of 


uUnIONS 


which 


of Ireland. The commissioners are to 
have also the power of dividing the 
country into electoral districts for the 


purpose of the election of guardians—su h 
elections to be made by thy rate-paye rs 


who are to vote by " Cote of property 


fa 


21} (Ireland ) 6 
similar to the principle of Mr. Sturges 
Bo rh ill, aS weil as to th { i ct 
for the better relief of the p in England 
It will be wl r duty also to direct tl 
number and qualification of tl lardians 
but uy ich matters of detail, wi th 
principle is the matter uy hich vw 
h to decide, it Is not 1 tention 
to dil rut the re two \ ; 
Wi res ( to th wad 
( i t ; nec y to d 
. } hot ) 2 f t 
i \ th I (3 l ~ i 
Ba to 5 { 
} oe | } ( n of 
‘ ‘ t f i Vwcs j [ { 
J S J ids It Wa ( roi ntion to 
ilt the circumstances of the « try 
to which the a to. be : d | 
\\ Oll ( lt) cit pecul circun 
nees that wi pl | this p! Vi - 
i ! 3 I Wh opinion wos i GO 
1Ot Nn n, In prop ) | ae) || rhtest 
t t 5 ? =) 
ree to countenance the doctrine that it 
prudent, \ , or right that the minis- 
rs of re n should be entirely with- 
carawn or prohibit | from secul or t m- 
| ral OCCU] tions, I do not found this 
clause on that principle, but solely on tl 
particular circumstances of the ec 


untry. 
Phe next provision to which I wish t 
advert is, that all the magistrates are to be 
that 
© 1 

In the commission 


. - + ] 
ace is so great that they might be 


) 


ex officio guardians; but considering 
the 
of th ps \ 
found entirely to counterbalance and out- 


number of persons 


weigh the elected guardians, we think it 
necessary to enact that ea officeo Fu irdians 
shall in no case be more than one-third 
of the elected guardians, and that instruc- 

; shall be given to the voter to choos: 


a proportion comme nsurate wi 
n. Power is given to the 


ners to build, or hire, or purchase work 
} 


houses, with all othe: powers vhich may 
necessary to qaive effect to th pl vi 
S10ns of Lie bill Th re 1s one clause 


cannot omit from th 
lause 41, because it does 


] } ° 2 
ole principle and 


is short state- 


in fact, 


, 


main pro 
. P 


visions of this bill. It 
| 


that when tl! 


this—‘* And be 

I, commissioners 
shall have declared any workhouse of any 
to be fit 
or, and not before, 


ful for the guardians, at their discretion, 


for the reception oi: desti- 


if sh il} be law- 


but subjeet in all eases to the orders of 


the commissioners to take order for the 
! ! dl tty t vork in suel 
1) ) 
i 
a . pap — 
= WLP og aan Me -s 
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workhouse of such persons as the sai 


_anepoaes shall deem to be destit 
and unable to su} port themsel ve 
indu strv, ol by O 
Your Lordships will perceive 
that the 
whether 
be left to the 


\ | "41 
ubpyect to th orders of the 


own 
by this claus 
question you have to consider is 
provisi¢ i for the desti 


discreti 


' " a 
Cher iS ren PIVell reel LL) 
Ee , x 
whole power is left to the discretion of the 
u raliay toa ont ) | wl } 
PUaATadIaAnS < ih WI nowiedveve, 

} ) 
1d % Ol im to th Cll sf 1¢ tI { 
] 
nye before then It is almost super- 

ro . | 1 

luous to i that ther il Clau lntroe- 


duced {ol th 
performance of 1 
workhouses, and perfect 


that no person shall 


purpose of securi 


freedom of 


worship, so 


21IOUS 9 


be in the remotest 
compelled to attend any wot ship of 
is conscience he may disapprove. 
The bill then proceeds to vive a power 
to the commissioners to preside over the 
elections of guardians and to raise a rate, 
Amongst the liabilities to which it subjects 
the people, it throws the 
maintaining children on parents, 
supporting parents on children. It 
the 
rates as may be necessary for 
carrying effect the purposes of 
bill, of all ocet apiest of heredita- 
see | 


5 (if such a st P reriy be considered 


and of 


confers on the 
such 


guardians 
raising 
this 


into 


assessing 


y), and of borrowing money 
the Board of Public Works, which will 
lend it on « asy terms when secured by { 
pledgx of the 
ment, I have 
appear tom 


cuardians as to its repay- 
stated very : 
e to be the principal provisions 
of the bill to which I now your 
Lordships to give a second re and 
many of your Lordships may 
re a that there is not only much to be 


shortly what 
entreat 
ding, 


- : | 
fh WhICh 


nserted, bnt much which has been 
omitted. I know very well, that the bill 
as it stands, andas I have stated it, leaves 


for your Lordships’ consideration 


many 


questions of interest and importance so 
; 
Jarge and so powerful in their conse- 


quences, as to be 


substantive 


equal in themselves to a 
measure: it leaves to your 
Lordships to consider in committee who 
shi i} be relic ved, the mode of 
lief, the mode of 1 tine, 
of se ttlement, all of the re) 


CIVINe 1e- 
and the question 
reatest and 
highest importance. 
a discussion of thos topic 5. because | 

amply aware, that what we haye wile 


{LORDS} 


1} now 


ute poor, 
by their 
the r lawful means,” 
C | other qu 
o| they 
yn of the wuardians, 


COMmMiss/oners, 


ligious worship in the | 
| 


obligation of 


then | 
power of 


from | 


L will not enter yen 


(Irc.and ), 8 


so great yes agr path as to be suflicient to 
occupy Lordships’ attention during 


those 


youl 
allowing 
estions to remain over t that 
bill and shod Ms use at whic " 
1 better reflec 
ater pootentae' re 
All I would 
Lordships is —to keep 
open and not now to pledge 
j}any decided opinion on th subjects. 
My L rds, I do not mean to urve the 
thorit other Hou 


iu horit 
Lordships t 
LOradships to pl 


the whi le of this de bate, 
i State of the 
5 ot 
may be considered 
tion and with still ore than 
We Can Now possess. pray of 
i . 


your your minds 


yourselves to 


, } » 
y of the eof Parliament 


d eclude due deli- 
this subject; but IT am 
that all those questions 
eclous—rel! t to the 


y SO sn 
: sai 


on your 
| beration on 
informed, which 
appe abk - 


bodied, settlement, others—have 


| been discussed with great impartiality, 
| ’ . ? 
research, care, and attention, and that 


i 

| there found with regard to all of 
then difficultics and impediments almost 
[ must, therefore, again ask 
your Lordships to keep your minds open 
on these not to prejudge 
them before you have had an opportunity 
of hearing them fully argued and com- 
pletely discussed. ‘The general principle 
consideration now 

sufficient it is unquestionably in magni- 
tude, wi ight, and importance. es the 
course of the preliminary discussions which 
we have had on this bill j t has been oft ii 
asked, “ W we is the fied: iple of it?” 
| There has beer lisput 
ence of op inion on this point, 
said, th t its chara 
that relating to wor 
have described it by othe: 
it contains. It is sometimes a difficult 
ae to say, what is the real principle 
of measure : it may sometimes be so 
rene eg its. nature, and sometimes so 
| Disoniane . its details, as to render it im- 
possible to d ract principle 
from its provisions; but if ever there was 
a bill the principle of which was clear and 
| distinct, it is the present. It was intro- 
duced on the prineiple, th ut itis expedient 


were 

: . a | 

| Ihsupe oie, 
} 

and 


questions, 


is sufficient for our 


some ¢ and difler- 
Some have 
cteristic provision is 
kl | others 


provisions which 


KHLOUSES 5 ale 


duce one abst 


in the present condition of Ireland, that 
a compulso ry provision shall be levied for 
the relief of the poor. ‘That, is the ques - 


| 
\ 
| tion wee h your Lordships have this night 
| to decide—leaving out of view the details 
which I feel, | 
| 
| 
7 


| 41 ja 
; of the present measure, how- 


ever, to be of so much import: ince, that if 
you decide upon them in one way it will 
alter my opinion, and [ am sure that of 


is the principle, which is in itself of 
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many other of yom Lord hips, on the 
principle of the bill; but th question 
which you have now to determine is 


whether, in adopting the prin 


of opinion it can be wisely, prudently, and | 


safely carried into eflect ( 
ral principle being what I ‘i L shall now 
state to your Lordships the reasons which 
make me think you should aflirm it as fat 
as we ask you to do so in the present bill. 
Poverty is the 2enel ul condition of man 


belonging to all nations, all climes, al 


situations, and all circumstances. ‘Toil. 
labour, and poverty, were the original d 
nunciations of our race; and the whol 
history of the world proves the truth of 
assertion. It is no matter whether t! 


soil be harsh or churlish, or if it teem wit! 


fruits and vegetation, the same. rul 
applics. If the latter be the cas , it dis 
penses with exertion, and prevents that 
industry and enerey by which alone pros- 
perity can be secured. If a country | 

sunk in poverty, it is difficult to ri nd 
emerge from it, because there are not t] 

means to doso. Should a country grow 


and increase and swell in prosperity, th 
a . 


follows, with still greater certamty, u 


strained and inordinate desir 
luxury, violent passions, an unwillingn 


] ? 


to remain in the situations for which w 


are fitted, and a desire to be suddenly 
transported into wealth, and to indu! 


wild speculations, bringing ruin and des |< 


struction not only on those engaged in 


them, but on all within the sp! 


Ope ration. The que stion for law vivers 


Government is, how can you best meet 
j ‘ , me 
that which you cannot escape, and from 


which it seems impossible that you should 
be exempt ? It is said by bold and spe- 


] i 4 
culative men, who look to oven ral rea 


> ‘ | . ( is 
soning and to the effects of things, and 
F t nadivicl ] ent: . ! 
forget both individual suffering and feel- 


ings, ‘*We do not say that poverty is 
crime, but it is in general the result of 
error, of neglect, of vice, of luxury; and 


if you will have men and society exert th 
energies which belong to them, the best 
hem to then 


thing you can do is to leave t 


own punishment, and make no provision 


for the state of suffering to which they 
may be reduced.” ‘This is all very well, 
but you cannot do it; the nerves of 
men cannot stand such a system; and 
therefore, the general practice of all 
uropean nations, as shown by the papers 
which have been laid from time to time 
on your Lordships’ table, is to afford some 


ry Sire 
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not help referring to it when | eal! to mind 
| 

that tl work of one of the come 


loners, signed by a person of very supe- 


rior ability, attributes the poverty of Ii 


land to causes to which | think it « ot 
be fairly aseribed. Nobody can repro) 
the penal laws more than | do. The sys- 
tem by which Ireland was long governed, 
is disclaimed on all sides, and ret: 
tively universally condemned. Yet t do] 
Z d | 
not think, that the poverty of Irclai is | 
to be attributed to the penal law bix- | 
clusion from place, from political t t | 
ind affixing to the p opl maiks of | 
rrace { a enou - but if you take | 





mito col ration the cont wu dl « ston | 
of the Jews if you look to the Arminians | 
1 Holland—or to th cont ion ¢ f th ' 
very Roman Catholics themselves, I don’t | 
’ 
believe, that you willarrive at the opimion 
; | Beal 
that exclusion produced their impoverish- 
‘ Vw] : } a oT 2 
ment. Why, then, ny lords, it Is very 
doubtful whether we did not begin at the} 
, } } " } } 
wrong side, and whether v should not | 
. : | 
have done rivht if we had introduced i | 
. _ | 
system of poor-laws in the first instance, | 
{a : . : ] oe 
after the practice observed by oth 


trices. I think this measure will be the be- 
rinning of 
will introduce o1 
You 
was not in its nature, I will not 
lent, but coercive. 
you took were 
tectly right, but t hey were of a h 
racter. You have 
of police; you have done so very correctly, 


' 
but I cannot say, that the system has had 
re pressing crime to the ex- 


a system of order, and that it 


ler ina beneficial form. 
have hitherto done nothing, which 
say vio- 
The measures which 
In my opinion right, per- 


set up a strona system 


the ettect of 
tent anticipated from it; at least, there is 
so much crime with the police, that the 
country must have been perfectly unin- 
habitable without them. In that measure 
though a just one, there was nothing 
conciliatory. The 
sure is founded on the soundest basis, 
iamely, conciliation, Christian love, and 
charity. It will form the foundation for 
introducing measures fur the suppression 
of mendicency and vagrancy. And 
we must be very cautious in seeing that 
we do not in our attempts to check va- 
grancy, prevent persons trom taking their 
to the best market under the fear 
that they will gather the corn a little be- 
fore it is ripe; and that we do not meddle 
too roughly or hastily with the established 
habits, and settled practices of the coun- 


gra- 


cious or present mea- 


labour 


rsh cha- | 


here 





DS} ( lreland i 
try ' i i iV i »>Which 
look as) tui that on reat evil of th 
country, the strueele for land, will | ‘ 
medied by it; that is, desire which th 
peopl of th country now have for th 
possession of fant is the only means ot 
ubsistence, and the violent means which 
they ta of enforeing what they concely 
to be their right with reward to it, will b 
much if ( | if if t extinvulsl d. | 
have al ly said, that influenced by tl 
writin ol 1) ny emu { olitical men 


the most eminent of the present political 
conomists. [had my doubts whether th: 
effects attending a s In Ol OOr-laWws, 
did n counterbalance any advanta 

which may be derived from them ; but 

full and careful consideration of the sub- 
ect, convinced me that it was most ben 

ficial that tl indholder tld be mad 
to take an int st both us to itua 
tion and jumber of the p yp! on tt 

jand. in. E72 an t was passed to 
prevent { Sub-ietting Of lands but 
many i ts W é mac to evac ] 

provi l think, that this measure will 
tend very much to prevent those rociues 
which occur sometimes from t reflection 
on men’s mi , that if they were turned 
out of their land they have no alter 


sanmuine 
o rooted 
country can be done away 
with at once by any legal provision; but 
ot | P 1 thin} it ic rt tr yr tl y. 
at ieast toluene it Is worth rying tn ex 
veriment, and it is more 


} than 
that by degrees it may eficct 


1 1 
provabie 
some ame 
eral vl 


nd reading of 


ioration. ‘These are the s n ws on 
which I recommend the 
this bill to your L ences and its impar- 
tial consideration by you 
shall now proceed to 
jections which have been urg 

this measure. In the first place, it has 
been alleged that the people for whom wi 
to lecislate 
amonest them men on whom we 


in committee. | 


answer a {ft W ob- 


are now about do not possess 
can rely 
for carrying into effect the provisions of a 
measure of this di eset Now, 
part, I think that f anything 
more forcibly than another in the charac 
ter of the Irish people, readiness 
and versatility of their talents, and the 
promptness with which they adopt any 
thing that is presented to them; and 1 
this be not asign and test of superior 
talents I know not where to find them. 
And if these talents be purchased in the 
present instance at the expense of some 


for my 


strikes us 


] 
Is tue 
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fou the ben tit of thre poo! tended lo rob Whe 
t upreme Ruler of the Universe of on ore: 


have found nothn beyond ome recom- 
mendations for the alteration or moditiea 
of his attributes, 


tion of Some OF the provisions ot the ) ll, and to overthrow the law Opt 
; | 


or for the introduction of some other pro- | which he bad promulgated in the begin- ant 











visions not already contemplated by the | ning of the world—that “ man should eat as | 
framers of the bill In offering this bill read by the sweat of his brow. ae this 
to vom Iships { \ d ling, I} kn that it had been attempted to be or 
vill not ex t vour Loi Iships to « le) | vb, that the poor-lay did not relieve hav 
it with impartiality and deliberation, be- | the idle or the undeserving. But if the of 
ca | isure that il ! | ited at | result of the poor-!] Envoland was to no 
your hands. Admoniti f this de ip- | produce this principle, was there any rea- ado 
tion r¢ i fimes taken In rood } wet 3} son tt belt e, that a similar law applied to Ces! 
| ut al thie il wa it cannot be d tilt 1 | eland would ebtain the same re sults 4 tak 
that th On Ii mply vethi of | lt there was any distinction between the the 
. . 1 1 x } | l 

Iperiority on the | t of him 10 ventures | characters of the two countries, he thought in | 
them. and therefore I shall adopt no such | it would rather tend to show, that what but 
course on tft present oeccasi ‘ Con- | was safe in England ought not to be too Cit 
lering’ U mmportan of to su ct rashly att nted in Ireland Hie was glad he 
nd the ext 1d y f the in-|to hear, however, that his noble Friend pa 
terests involved tn it, it Is 1m] sible to ex- | did not intend to insist either upon carry spi 
pect tl ould be discussed otherwise | ing this bill exactly in the form in which tt mi 
than wW } { } i | 4 Cal t I bine | EI ust ! iban- yi 
th i l ( id \ da ( : i D (| ; I, | fore, it atl 
( ln na } ee 1 4 s1d 7} \ . Op h to thel Lordsh s to amend, en 
\ Lordships. The noble | n- | modify, and improve it as they thought fit. clu 
clud | vine, tl { | ! 1ajIn his 1 Oj pao \ khouse would at 
( lt | O tat all in Ireland He had de- sat 
Earl Fetzwilli uid, th irely | voted a ¢ t deal of attention to the oper- an 
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| belie ve nevel i t 
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this poverty Wil | 
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is the result of the fa 
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mito the state of | i} 

made undoubtedly t val 
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remedy to an evil of such n litude, and Iv ] 


so much to be d p10 {f thi ! i \ ia 
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100,0002. and 270,0002. hav. n grante \ 

by the Government for the relief yf Vsti - | i an 
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as an improvement or not, the measure 
alluded to by the noble Viscount with 
reference to the suppression of mendicity 
would be of the utmost 
the way for this bill. 


ble time 


and vagrancy 
advantage in paving 
I agree, my Lords, that considera 
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must clapse before this measure can be} 


carried into effeet—before the workhouses 
can be ina state to receive any of 
for whom they are to be an asylum—and, 
therefore, it Is, 
my hope that the noble 
l the 
without bringing forth 
mendicants and vag 


Vise 


present Session to 


unt will not 
allow pass ove! 
his measure with 
regard to 
without his having that measure im such 
forwardness that it can be carried 
execution at once. ‘Ther 
part of the measure of 18 
most important, and most worthy 


was 


4 | 
ot While 


considered with reference to the provisions 
of the 
portion of it which localized the expens 


present measure. i mean 
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that I venture to express | 
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another | 
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of being | 


that | 


| at the present sta 


J am firmly convinced, that the establish | 


ment of a law of settlement, 

® ) 
with this bill, in Lreland 
ductive of unbounded expens« 


would be pro- 
ind taxa- 
tion, and lead to disputes of which no 
man could foresee the « 
time, in this measure, it is our duty to 
take care that those parishes from which 
those persons who are to be 
placed in the | 


nd—at the 


are taken 


ate 
workhouses shall be 


required 


In CONNHeXION 


same | 


to pay the expenses connect d with the | 


relief of those paupers. 
ment is one of the 

economy of th 
in this country. Each parish pays its own 
expenses, and the 
there is the greatest | 
practised ; that 


Nr ¢ t } ) 
and that the 


principles 


] 


execution of the Poor-law 


consequence 1s, that 
ssible economy 


proprietors ot 


expenses ; proj the 
soil are interested in keeping those ex- 


1 
down to as low a pitch as pos- 


penses 
sible—so that it frequently ha; 


ypens—a 
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That arrange- | 
. eu | 
ot the | 


a control over the | 


fact within my own personal knowledge— | 
| to think, that the same principle with re- 


sufhcient 
send him to a work- 


that they employ a man at 


wages rather than 


house to be supported by the parish at a| 


far greater expense. In Ireland, then, I 
think we ought to take care that, at least, 
the expense of supporting the relief of its 
own poor, fall on each individual parish. 
I think it possible that such an amend- 
ment may be introduced into the measure, 


and I hope the Government will be able 


to do it on this suggestion. I will not 
detain your Lordships at any greater 


length on the present occasion, as your | 
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Lordships will all have a further oppor- 
tunity of proposing such amendments as 
you may think proper; but I hope, that 
after what you have 
of this ( considering 
destitute condition of a great 
the Irish population, you will not do any- 
that ) 
e principle of this bill in’ its pre- 


heard in the course 
the 
portion ol 


discussion, and 


thine may have an injurious. effect 
upon tl 
stave, that your Lordships will 
wait until it is fairly before you in Com- 
mittee. It is my intention to vote for 
the second reading of the bill. 

The Marqu: ; of Londo derry said, that 


but 


pri ) cecasions bee hh 
charged with numerous petitions against 
the measure fore their Lordships 


and taking into consideration what he 


now b 


, 


might justly term the general feeling of 


Ireland against it—he should not be doing 
his duty, either to that country or to theit 
Lordshij s, If he were not to come forward 


‘ 


| re of the bill, and request 
their Lordships not to consent to its being 
| in the 
of the bill, the words ‘* whereas 


ovision for the 


read a cond time. As he found 
preamble 
it Is necessary to make 
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pool of i 


a p! 

reland,” to that principle, he 
} . 1 A 

must say, he was ready to give his assent; 

ulted 


ct, and some of hich 


but he had con veral other noble 


Lords on the subje 

judicial authority, and they had informed 

that they did think it possible 

that, taking that principle into considera- 

tion and coupl eg 
I ) 


il} 
ill 
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the present bill, 


him not 


he ought to give his con- 
1 secondtime. With 
unanimity prevail with 


sent to its being read 
eve ry desire to see 
respect to a provision for the destitute poor 
of Ireland, and with every desire to do his 
duty as a Member of their Lordships’ 
House, aud of the country to which this 
bill was to be applied, he did not see how 
he could possibly vote for it. It appeared 
to be formed after the model of the Eng- 
lish measure ; and he could not be brought 
spect to a poor-law was applicable to Ire. 
y. The bill was one 
which would fix a heavy imposition upon 
Ireland; and, with their Lordships’ per- 
mission, he would read to them the opin- 
ion, with regard to this point, of a gentle- 
man of great experience and knowledge 
of the subject—Sir Francis M‘Naghten. 
That gentleman, in a letter to a friend of 
his, said :— 


land as to this country. 


“‘ You surely underrate the cost of the pre- 
cious project in question when you estimate it 
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at ten or fifteen per cent 
provid for all the destitute it will do nothing; 


und if it provide f | mn I » | 
created by its own 1 ny I 
not think fifty per « W ( ny 
| should take more com ei n th NpoOssi= 
bility of carring the law into practice, if [ d 
not know that enorn su W 
squander 1 and yreat i! ( y 
have been effected before they ht t 
acknowledge their error.’’ 
Again, there was another port \ 
he wished to call their Lerdships’ atten 
tion, which was tl eX 
nected with the establishments to « 
into effect the objects f th i] ai 
which it Ippeare 1 that, as they 1 a} 
to give no outdoor relief, all that exp 
would fall upon th lat rds of Ireland 
in support of these est iblishments and not 
for the maintenance of the poor. It had 


been justly remarked bi 
Crawford, that the bill would, at 
produce an irremediabl 
building and 
it would impose a tax on the industry and 


capital of the nation, and would certainly 


evil in the cost of 


} 
workhouses, t 


furnishin y 


diminish its productive powe1 and its re- 

Mr. Sharman Crawford had 
also proved, that relief in workhouses 
would be nearly twice as costly as outd 
relief. He asked their Lordships whether, 
experl- 


such strong conviction o 


sources. 


after such strone assertions from 
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enced men, ana 
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the impolicy of such a 


their part as to 
system as was embodied in this measure, 
they would persist in forcing it upon them, 
In Opposition to their wishes and feelings 
rerarding it? It had be« 
this bill would have th 
the 
into this country, but that was altogether 


creat emigration of 


a mistaken calculation, for every man in 
the least degree acquainted with Ir 
must it 
found that 
object, unless it was the 
the 
Koglishmen in regard to wages. 
ing to the statement of Mr. Nicholls, on 
which this bill was founded, there wer 
only 80,000 poor to be provided for in 
that 
there were upwards of 750,000 requiring 
relief in that country. Mr. M‘Cullagh, 
the late assistant for Trish 
poor inquiry, said, in a pamphlet which h 
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my present conviction, fee 


ed object if ts Important in 


hat day six months 


Lyndhurst addressed their Lord 


llows :—I have listened, 


ds, with the utmost attention to 
ch of the noble Viscount who 


id reading of this bill; 
his appeal to youn 

. bat shogun” 
ps, nothing that has fallen from 
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Hiouse—unless it b rade much 
tensive In Its Operation than as it 
nds, I cert unly shall n ft, acc ord 
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The first 
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h naturally strike 


this kind, applying peculiarly to 
, what is the opinion entertained 
measi by the people of Ireland 
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failed some time 
Viscount was forced to 
Tl V isc answer 


since, nd the 


admit its 


ie noble yunt’s was, that it 


noble | 


fLORDS} 


! 


an | | 
failure, | 


had been a matter of speculation only, | 
and that political, like private, specula- 
tions would sometimes fail. Such, my 


; 2 eRe 
Lords, was the trivial observation 1 
the ose to 


noble Viscount ch indulge some 


days since, when there was a question of 
a measure of the greatest public import- 
ance that er offered itself t he note 
of a British Parliament It unfortunatel 
happens that upon these occasi { 
projectors escape with impunity ; dl th 
loss and the affliction fall upon thos 
who are the victims of an errime and in- 
considerate legislation. Some noble Lord 
have dwelt mu we in the course of then 


observations upon principle 


It is difficult, a i yrds, to define th 
principle of a measure of tl lescript 

but I will attempt to define it accord 

tomy view. It isa bill for the reliet of 
the destitute poor of Ireland without 
limitation. How is that to be effected ? 
By establish: ing a number of workhouses 
throughout the country to receive them. 
Hlow is this system to be worked out? 
By investing with absolute power thre 


commissioners, of whom o1 ly is to be 
Dublin. My Lords, this is 
new mode of legislation; 
wise one or not, I leave to your Lordships 


one 


resident in a 


whether it bea 


consideration; but it 1s one which may 
le ad to the most inconvenient practi 

results, Look at the position in which we 
are place 1. If the 1 y lature pa i | 1d 
law, it requires the assent of both Ifouses 
of Parliament to reseind it; no the. 
power but a concurrence of both Ifo 

can effect its abrogation. If the Hous 
of Commons pass a bad law, this House 
can reject it. If this House err in a simi 


er of the 


milar 


in the 
to 


lar way, it 


Comm«< 


Is 


pow 


ns apply a Ss emedy. 


1 
n which 





iL | 


House of 


Kither House avails to reject a bad bill | 
sent up by the other; but to rescind it, 
after it has passed into a law, requires a 
union of both Houses. ‘This I take to be 
the constitutional view of the law upon 


To invest number 


individuals with 


this subject. certain 


of an absolute authority 
to carry such measures into effect, how- 
ever convenient that may be to the Go- 
vernment of the day, is in my opinion an 
unsound and indefensible system of legis- 


lation. 
powers 
commissioners. 


Mark, my Lords, the extr: widiuons 


which are to be Intrusted to these 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


In the first place, they lt to divyiie 
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have the power to pass these laws. 


not say that they have the power them- 
selves al ne 5 but they can do so with the 


assistance of the Government for the time 





being, Nothing can be more objection- 
able. ‘They have the power of enacting 
laws for the undisputed government and 
control of the people in the various work- 
houses—for the ities ntrol, too, of 
the guardians—and fon sbewtee manage- 
ment, in short, of everything connected 
with the workhouses which it is proposed 
) wblish ; and, finally, they are en 
powcred to pas uch laws as they may 
this expedient, and for what purpose ¢ 
Why, to earry this bill into effect. Cher 
is to be no limit whatever to their autho- 
rity; and to carry the measure into 
Operation 15 t! so] object propo d 
N | | take another step, my Lord . 460 
prove that unl he biil be materially 
altered in committee, | cannot vote for its 
third re ain Phe se commissioners art 
bill to appoint as many 
may think propel vith 


such salaries as they may think proper, to 
carry t into effect in the 
which they may think proper Was ever 
such a monstrous serics of provisions | 
troduced into any previous measure ? 
When the bill for the reculation of me 
const tabularv came up to your Lords ips 

{ 


: 
his measure mode 


ne 


1] ’ 1) (Gere pre ] : 
LLOuUse, Many onreers were named, and a 


ereat array of force was contemplated. It 
was considered, however, that these ap- 
pointments were proposed in a_ proper 
shap A and the re ilation of all the ap- 
pointments In questl formed the subject 
of much investigat yn and serious deliber- 
ation upon the part of your Lordships. 
But how different is the case here. Three 
commissioners, In conjunction with the 
Lords of the ‘Treasury, can select and 
appol it all the subs linate officers as they 
plea to | paid, too, exactly such 
amount as they please It is wor thy of 
consideration that this plan is proposed to 
be bi ought into Op ration, notin Es land, 
but in Ireland, in a country which no 


Irish Member will, I trust, be aftronted by 


my characterizing as the land of jobs. 
What security will these commissioners 
have that they will be enabled to retain 
the exercise of their powers, unless they 
render themselves subservient to the exist- 


ng powers intrust d with the functions of 
the Government ? A little further on in 
the Act these commissioners are authorized 


’ 


Ireland into as many unions 
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they think proper, to purchase 


| 
build at any expense th 


to raise workhous¢ in al 

think proper, of any SI! th 

and to be occu} | 

paupers they think 

nance of the destitute } 

Lords, this is not | 

Many euardi n i 

selected as they ky 

is they think 

escription of th <a 

stand the a { th 

the results by ch niu 

his much \ k that 

tain num 

to do anythin 

proper; but how 

what manner th 

ralleled powers, shall b 
i 

How are we to 

the actual mod » whi 

be carried into operation 


Lords, it IS €Xa¢ uly 


with ** blanks!” workhous 
othicers, ‘* blank :’ 


Upon forme: occasions, W 
were present 1 to the Hor 
were required to be filled 
passing of the bill, but he: 
novel course Is pursued 
bill as can be decently su 
notice of a legislative assem 


no means of 


to be any limitation in the e3 


ascertaining W 


unbounded powers by the e 


we are 
number of subaltern i! 
prope sed to appoint. B 
to delee 

having 


' 
not informed before 


ite an absolute vutl 


it in our power to sul 


MAG. 
cise to any control, ynd n 


to come to that which, uy 
like this, is the most mate 
tion—how Its all this to be 
by a tax to be imposed 


1 
the commissioners 


Lords, and see what you are 


are giving to thre Qe Enciish ¢ 


sitting at Somerset-house, 


1 ° } 
branch commissioner reside 


all these unlimited powers, 
over the 


measure which has proceed 


[rish people. An¢ 


formed House of Commons 


[ have the greatest res pre ct 
but I will nevertheless 


into the nature of the measure 


send to us for ow ap} 
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would not be 


saying 


too much, considet 


ing the better management which existed 
in England; but he would » further 
The noble Viscount had est ed 
praise on the wisdom, the industry 

the pal ence ot thi [ri = law ci l- 
mission rs In pursull ti I ration 
but \ hy { had {hiose cot S 

Why, tra j li { 

| ttul ( I 

und l ne { \ 

less than Dy t 

potatoe COE \\ { t 

| rt eT | { \ nm | 
hold besid t i ! 1 

va O bE rectly d hye 
shown would be t if 
income ¢ b then { salad { 
commissioner nad th raya ( t¢ 
be invested w t 

amount of 1 t t] i \ ral 
it, ind that ly i t 
applicant were to o } 

hese, of cor hl he inn s 
the workhot \ "\ WET 
yom, and w 9 the clas 
which he had uded, would be the 
same state oi beevary 1 clestitutic 
before, Thus, ( n, \ id th onditioi 
of the vast majority of the Iris] poor | 
in no One respect improved Under suc 


a state of things, what, let him ask, woul 
be the condition of the poor farmer? Hi 
small rent of 5/. 


He would be 


of mendicaney 


the same numbet 
Could he reuse 
he disposed to risk 


> 


centive to charity 


curse’? He we 


} - 
double manner. 


would be the situation 


If they were to 
intrusted to them, 


coming too hea 


were to reiuse 
whom 
would be 
rentlemen res 


tl 


1; 


fi- 


rate d, but the 
r¢ 


changed. He would | he 


yu 


| = 
year would be taxed. 
renel i] State 


1 1 ] 
nd him would be littl 


set by ne rly 


of appli ints for retiel 


to Ove. Te! VY OUlE ie 

that too comme } 

n Ireland—the beeear’s 
Id thus be taxed 1 

But what, | him : 

f th uardians ? 


exereise the aiseretion 


they knew 
thei 


ng 


nad from aé fear ol 
vily on the rate-pavers, 
~ i 
le applications of many 
to be destitute what 
situation ? They wv 





In the vicrnity of this 


destitute population, Would they be 


willing to shut the 


poor ap} licant 5 
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would be that 


willing to accept the ofthe 


because 
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heved Some and 


be unwilling to do so, < 


they must 


rf 


N lonl hey : 1} 


' of cuardians 
' 1 - ] 
know that aif they re- 


fused oth: rs, if wonld 
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sked, what, under these circumstances, 
would bh propose ? Hew ld propose a 
more | ted scheme of 1 lief. Ile would 

t omit from his C¢ : at ration what h 1d 


n left out of sigbt In this experiment 





+] ! 
meant ft case f Seotland, wher 
| ] ] } 
there 3 rhe inp st | by Lhe ype p On 
; : 
them \ i { 1.1 1 { a d, Live 
; : 
far | impoten rh sh | 
! ’ : . 
Ll be, ~ pinion, le ns of 
er iVving ployment to tl able-bodicd, 
f : 
a Is Well-regulated system of 
( it I] ‘oe, ver, that 
a t tan und or compreh 
| 
» i ot this t dt 1 Ul Crovel nt of 
i 
the nob Viscoun 1 LOVE! nt wh ) 
] ] | rs 
\ | , he might say, trom hand to 
ry aS ; et Seas eee 
mouln—wWwhich Was Pe uch occupied iD 
, ] - } 
looking from to-day to the casuai incident 
which might turn up in its favour to-mor- 
: } +t | } , tim ; Oo . r) 
row, that it had no time to gtve propel 
attention to such matters. In conclusio: 
} ] a ‘ $ ¢ 
he would say, that he would support the 
motion for the second reading of the bill 


that int ymmittee it might 


in the hoy 5 he et 
be brought into such a shape as would 
entitle it to further support. 

The } irl of Radnoi expr ssed his Suft- 
prise at the course taken by the noble and 


learned Lord, who had approved of no 
part of the bill, and yet gave his support 
to its second re¢ ading. The noble Duke 
1) had stated his approval of 
the bill, but was opposed 
| 


(Wellingtor 
the principle of 
to many 
mieht be cured in 
n ind learned Lord approved of neither 
the prin bill : 


its deta which he hoped 


ol 
ae 77 © Whaat | 
.iuture stage; but the 
1! 

Die ¢ 


ciple ior the details of the 


and yet he also declare d, that he would 
vote for the second reading. The noble 
and learned Lord said it was sometimes 


The 


Sson 


ise to take a lesson from an enemy. 
le and learned Lord had taken a | 
from the great agitator, He would vote 
for the second reading, although he ex- 
pected no good from the wret« hed ministry 
bill proceeded. He would 


in order to 


} 
AOU 


] 
from whom the 


for the second reading, 


the 


possible. 


Vi 


iC 
] 4 = 

bill from doing ood, as 

It 
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- ] | ] 9 TTY, 

rprising, that, in all the discussions 

} i. ai 

cen place on tuis | > I 
) 

have oceurred to 


preve nt 
far as 


what su 


any & 


was to him some- 


which had tal subject 


) 
never seeined to any one 


to take into the account the money which 
was at | esent exp nded in the r¢ lief of 
the poor in Ireland, The measure had 
been argued as if those who were to be 
eli ved by if w reli ffor the 


ould come for 


Che same persons were rr 


| 
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| 
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lieved now, although not by law. It 
appeared by the st 1tement of the commis- 
sioners of poor-law inquiry in Ireland, that 
the number 


is DSO,UUU, Cat h having’ on the averace 


of male paupers in Ircland 


three human beings dependent on him, 
making a total of 2,380,000. They d 

pended for relief on mendicancy. It was 
said, that this was so for thirty wecks of 
the yea Now, if ¢ ich of these obtained 
on pe nny a-day by mendicaney, it would 


amount to 2,000,0007. He had seen this 


th ndix to the re port of the poor- 


law commissioners, and if it were wrong, 
let the whole fall to tl cround, It 
would, however, be admitted,that the sums 


nendicants in Ireland 

amounted to 
ry ; \O/., all this came ot 
the pockets of the poor, and not from the 


riven in relief tot 


casual charity 


and out 


pockets of the rich. 

Lord Lyndhurst, in ¢ xplanation, said, 
that the principle of the bill was one to 
ifford relief to the poor in’ Ire land. To 


that principle he did not object, but his 
objection was, that the principle was not 
worked out in the details of the bill 

The M urquess of Clanricarde said, that 
he objected to the principle of the bill, 
because he believed, that it would fail of 
affording that relief which it purported to 
vive, and, therefore, he would oppose the 
secondreading. They might have 80,000 
or 100,000 persons in workhouses in dif- 


ferent parts of Ireland, but the extent of 
the mendicity out of doors would be 
by It. He would not 


scarce ly les enc 
add anything to, for he was 


attempt to a 
sure he should only weaken, the excellent 
arguments of the noble and learned Lord 
by so doing: but he must express his sur 

prise at the fact, that no attempt had been 
made on the part of the Government or of 
the supporters of the bill to answer the 
able and temperate speech of the nobl 
and learned Lord. He should to 
hear the history of this bill. It was not a 
new plan; nor now for the first time 
It had 

under consideration under the Government 
of the noble Duke: also unde r that of the 


like 


pro- 


pounded to Parliament. been 


Government of Earl Grey ; and then 
Lordships had then heard of plans for thre 
employment of the able-bodied poor in 
Ireland. It was admitted on all hands, that 





the great evil t in Ireland was the want 
of « mploy ment by those who were able and 
Lo work 


Ny 


willing In IS36a aque stion was 


aa 


rp th on the subject, ancl 
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it was asked what the (Csovernment in 


tended to do The noble Lord i plied 
that in the then next year a poor-lay 

for lreland would be brought in. But | 
believed, that at that me no plan of an 
uch measure had been agreed upon It 
Was, there fore, to say the | L OF 1%, i 
dicious to announce a measu bet i 
well dict sted plan of it had | n settled. 


Nor could 
knowledge 
been in the 


he very much desired to hav explained 
ie 


thi noble Lord Hay Had any 


of any digested plan havi 


SE —_ 
hands of Ministers. But wh 


was, how it was that thi WOrkhi 


system Was 
without any gradual ste 
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workhouses 


Was clear fi 
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1 the practical working of th 


system in England. ‘The six weeks ought 
to have been spent in this country t 


Ireland. For would auy man pretend t 


T 
say, that Ire 


‘land could be studied in six 


weeks? But Mr. Nicholls had been sent 


again last y 
ye ar—at at 
was seen to 
when it was 
proach to de 
country. — It 


year when 


ear at 
ime of t 
the ereatest advantare, and 
difficult to find the least ! 


stitution In many parts of the 


the labourers who had 


over in this country had just come back 


with the m« 


and that was precisely the time of the 


year when it 


thine like de 


yney which they had earned : 


was least possible to see any 


stitution in the country. But 


he could not refrain from remarking or 


the second 
more especia 
he gave, in 
fifteen auth 


and conclus 
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report of Mr. Nicholls, and 

lly on the circumstance that 

an appendix, no less than 
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orities for his statements 


5 
sions, of which only two, 


Mr. Richards and the Mayor of Water- 


ford, were hh 


ishmen; all his other author- 


ities, strange to say, were Enelishmen. 


He thought 


Mr. Nicholl: 


some of the 
report, and 


who wished to determine for himself what 
would be the operation of the bill, ought 


to consider 
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it was remarkable, too, that 
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3 put iIntO a memorandun 
most important points of his 
he must say, that every or 


the memorandum of Mr. 
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hey did 1OL AS Writ but calculated ( 
ib irom 1 juest ralyl hata Buty 
1 
with respect to the bill itself, his first | 
principal | Ceti ito it \ ib it we ld 
do no d to thi poo \ ithe! {| n 
Lord now at the | lof the Government 


} Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ircland, nor any 


of a 
could carry out the bill if it 


that country, t 
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the second before they could well and 
wisely deal with the first—in whieh before 
they resolved that any measure could with 
safety be adopted, they must see and 
know the shape, dimensions, and colour 
of the measure itself; and if there were 
any measure which came within that de- 
scription, most emphatically he would say 
it was a poor-law for any country, for it 
dealt with interests that must raise men’s 
passions — it applied itself to the whole 
mass of the people~it peculiarly applied 
itself to the lowest uninformed parts of 
the people. It always must nee Is have a 
tendency to make its application to that 
least informed, humblest but most nu- 


2 cae 
he people, and as against 





merous class of t ‘ 
the fewer, the more instructed, the wealthier 
and the happier class above them in the 
scale of socie ty. It had the tendency not 
merely to raise the question of hunger, of 


subsistence, of all the most arousing to a 


people, but it had a tende ney to raise that 


question in thei minds, and upon that 


question to raise their almost physical and 
Y 


vindictive feelings against the upper and 
wealthier classes. Gracious Heaven! 


then if there were any measure which 


most emphatically of all came within that 
description, was it not such a measure 
applied to the mass of the people like the 
Irish : poor, numerous, less 
civilized than the other classes of the 
empire, although no doubt with many 
amiable, admirable, excellent 
yet of a mercurial sanguine temperament, 
prone to build castles in the air, and in 
proportion to their poverty and suftering 
the more likely to cherish unfounded ex- 
pectations. It was therefore the duty of 
a true fricnd to Ireland, a statesman who 
well and wisely consulted the good of the 
empire committed to his care, entirely to 
avoid saying to Ireland they should have 
a poor-law until he knew what that poor- 
law should be. How could the noble 
Lord tell before-hand whether he should 
be able to devise what would be a safe 
and expedient poor-law for Ireland? Was 
itso mucha matter of course—like drawing 
an Exchequer-bill which was done by a 
secretary or a clerk—and might be done 
by steam? It wasone of the most difficult 
problems a Government could resolve. 
And vet in the dark, in utter ignorance 
what the measure should be, when it was 
utterly impossible to tell if such a bil 
should ever be devised at all, when it was 
utterly impossible to say whether what 


mnorant, 


qu ilitic S, 
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devised would not be ten 
thousand times worse than the existing 
evils, down they sent Lord Morpeth to the 


of Commons to 


should be 


[louse announce — in 
order to quiet two or three amateur states- 
men to tide over the year from hand _ to 
mouth, and vet into the much and dee ply- 


panted for long 


& vacation —down they sent 
Lord Morpx th to the House of Commons 
to proclaim a poor-law for Ireland. They 
did this in the summer of 1836, Efe was 
not then attending Parliament, and when 
he felt as if he had 
rrown blind, he could not believe his 
To him it appeared that there 
was no possibility of knowing all the 
effects in Ireland. On the people of Ire- 
land, it certainly must have had the 
comforting effect which arose from the 
knowledge that the Government of the 


empire was committed to some poor-law 


he read the news 


eyes. 


or other—that they had brought down on 
them 2.000.000 or 3,000,000 of paupers, 
Again, he would repeat, that when he read 
the news, he could hardly believe, that 
anything like it could be true. A mo- 
inent’s reflection, however, led him to take 
for granted that the Report of the Poor- 
] 


|!law Commissioners for Ireland, had been 


received; that that report contained the 
outline of a good measure; that its pro- 
posed provisions had been deliberately ex- 
amined, and reviewed by the Ministers of 
the Crown; that they had adopted the 
suggestions of the commissioners, and 
that they were prepared to come before 
Parliament, and the country with thei 
whole plan full in every one of its parts; 
but great was his astonishment when he 
found, on a comparison of dates, that the 
facts which he took for granted, were in- 
consistent with each other. Two months 
after the measure in question had been 
announced to Parliament, a gentleman 
was sent over to invent and devise a poor- 
law for Ireland. But let the House and 
let the country remember, that this was 
not done till long after the noble Lord, 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland had com- 
mitted the Government and the Parlia- 
ment to a poor-law of some sort. The 
Ministers of the Crown told the country, 
that their intention with respect to the 
Irish poor-law, was to adapt the English 
measure to the peculiar cireumstances of 
Ireland. He confessed it did astonish him, 
that the acuteness of the noble Duke could 
have been deceived by such a fallacy; he 
was astonished beyond the power of 
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expression, to find such a statement could 
get round the noble Duke. Was there 
ever heard anything like the representz 


tions that had been made on this subject ? 
The public, and that House were told, 
that no one who had seen the admirabl 

working of the measure in’ England 

could, for a single momen, | tate to 
desire, that it should be bencficially 
transferred to Ireland; but never had 
there been so gross a fallacy Loricians 


nature of a fallacy, had 


to illustrate the 
never invented anything 


sO IMnconcelVad!S 


removed from any sen blance of t uth 
What was really meant when the Ene- 
lish poor-law was spoken of ? I 

: re TAS j 4] } 
centuries had passea Over | r heads 
before the old English poor-law — the 
ord of Elizabeth—could be said to have 
13rd of Elizabetl 

come into the operation of any consi- 
derable portion of the mischief which it 
effected. They had not had recourse to 
the act of 1834, as a matter of choi 
it was forced on them by a stern ne- 
cessity. The grossest abuse, long con- 


tinued, had driven them to the measure 
of 1834. Would any one say, that | 

cause a railroad or a canal 
between Glasgow and Edinburgh, or 
between Liverpool and Manchester, that 


was required 


therefore there should be a railroad carried | 


acioss the Curragh of Kildare, or over the 
mountains of Wicklow ? There never was 
amore total absence of all analogy thar 
between the two cases. His nobl 
near him, the noble Viscount, by whom 


the bill had been mtroduced, appeared to | 


he of opinion, that the operation of th 
English poor-law had prevented in t 


opinion by becoming acquainted with 


views, and imbued with the doctrines of 
some political economists, for whose wis- 
dom and knowledge he appeared to enter- 
tain a profound respect. He regretted 
find, that in reference to this portion 
the science of political economy, he ha 


lost a pupil. When he and the noble 
Viscount sat on the other side o 
Ilouse of Parliament, he 

well as if the occurrence took place but 
yesterday, that, addressing himself parti- 
eularly to that noble Viscount th 
very question in dis} 
him the most cordial and 


f the other 


remembered as 


uj On 


mute, he reeeived from 


hearty concur- 
that Hous: 


Ol 


rence that one Membet 
0 ld rive to 4) her ithor ‘tually 
COUIG: ive ( wnother, without actually 
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\ \ mor fat 1 inattention to 
pal ul i uc He Know! Ne} | ely 
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the 1 Ex sh | | by providir 
for chi lren, Fay ect cnceouragementl 
{ matrin \ ane ierefor to tl in- 
) ( lation hiel h rif 
is of population, which the trifiin 
t 
} r } 1 “ 
aiscouravement, hat the resistance to thie 
building of cottages presente d, could never 


The incentives to increase 


the law 


countervail. an 


' . 1 | 
; of the poj ulation which the law, as it for- 
merly sto rd, ( ftere d, were infinitely too 


powerful to be resisted by any sucl 


se, as tbe 


; 
opposition to the bulc 


cottages. To what extent could that bi 
Cal ied, » CAS | {nere was anything 
like divided proprictary in the parish 

It could not produce any efiect, unless 
where the whol pa h bel ved to one 
| man. \ sing | sper tor in cottage 

buildis or vh pe sed | wherewith 
to purchase half an ac f cround, wher 
he might build thirty or forty cottages, 
| would defeat all those tendencies of 1 
| poor-law, upon which, in the reasonings 
of the conomiusts, oO mu¢ h reliance had 
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hoc was confounded with 2on obstante hoc. | Duke replied to him, ‘* Wait till you see 


my securities.” However, poor Lord 


In his opinion the population was r strain- 


. } ‘ 1 ’ ae ? ] 
f the poor-law, but in| Colchester never did discover those secu- 
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vite of the poor-law. As it existed inj rities, and he voted the bill. In 
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, ts ancient form it was liable to all pos- | the present case, the checks upon the ap- 
7 1 i * : ‘ e | " ] | } ] } . a ; 
*- sible abuse. Let not the promoters of} prehended evils did not in any way ap 
- : 1 : 6? 4 a 
» bef t pre ut measure lay | flattering pear, nd the opponents of the measure 
4 : 


P Pee eee a lamented Edie evel ale my 
unction to tl r RoOulS; cause ti ;would probably fn it as Githieculit to ais 


done ditth r nom ( ‘urities in t i i the Noman 
that the then ho! cel 13 As in the case of 
duc Int i nd Vii ( $s j It \ i Lé ) VO Wa Ol i! d, = 
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to it, \ Id od I ) ntation ¢ cern) | s It had 
there. The poor-law in this country had | been said, that the expenditure ought to 
| ; j | F 
not been much abused fo1 re than al be localized, that that was one of the 
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century ; it was not till a it stiinulus | improvements to be enected in the details 


: , } ae ' ) 
had bec n given to wealth, uoti wal had of the measure 5 but h desired to know 


operated nm a manne! | lore un! nown, | bow thy House if Lords could localize 
that those formidabl eV mad herr | xpenditure ¢ The House of Commons 
appearance which it was the ject of the | might have done so when the bill was 
Act of 1854 to remed I t l of )] th in, but tha branch of the Le 
the pre sent Giscu s10On they | d b en ld, | ris] iture ¢ yuld not int rfere with taxation 
that in the debate of that night they ere otherwise than by throwing out the bill. 
bound to grappl with the prin ip! of | He was, he confessed, at a loss to dis 
the m iF und to leave the details to be | cover how rational men—how men_ of 
disposed of in the Committee; but he] sound intellect, could have allowed a bill 


' Is be se- | such as that to pass out of their hands in 
parated from the principle, and he pro-| such a state lt would seem, that they 
posed to answer that question by asking| were apprehensive of letting a Session 
another — what were the deiails? Hej pass without doing something, but he 
could understand the reply if it were to| thought it would be better for them to let 
this effect, that no provision should be] ten Sessions pass than permit so ill-con- 
made for any but the lame, the blind, or | sidered a measure to become law. It was 
for children left destitute. If that were | not true, as had been represented, that 
1o constitute the principle of the measure | the English and Irish bills were alike, for 


} 
| 
here would, he believed, be very little | the Irish bill was all centralization, and 


difference of opinion on the subject, at} the English all localization. The com- 
least in that P irt f th ifouse The missione rs sitting at Some rset-house had 
question w this, hould there be a pro- no pow r of tay Ing the | ns lish people, 
vision for tl impotent p , was that a] but they did possess the powe to tax the 
, matter of detail? The next question was, | Irish These alone, however, did not 


should there be a provision rthe able-]| constitute the material features of the bill. 


bodied: was that elther a matter of de-] Many of its features had been copied 

taille? Why, if so, the hole principle | from the English poor-law, no doubt. 

was a detail. This raised the whole ques- | The landlords, for instance, were to bear 
. ] 


sorting the entire pool 
vile the Iniquity of the 
inglish poor-law was, that the manufac- 


tion of the details of the bill. He desired | turers had a direct interest in keeping 


on. But then they were told, that the} the burthen of sup; 
} 1 


possible evils of the measure were to be] of the country; w 





to know where we those checks, they | down the wages of the poor man at the 
were not in the bill, He remembered, | expense of the landlord. Here there was 

sat when the R man ( { olie Relef }a imilarity. The Government was called 
Bill was before their Lordships, Lord Col- | upon for a poor-law, and they looked out 
chester told the noble Duke, then at the | for the very worst and most indefensibk 


head of his Majesty’s Government, that | features of the old English measure, which 
kept out of it, as it was 


ur Protestant constitution The noble founded upo! the 43rd of Elizabeth. and 


the bill would prove the destruction of |eould not be 
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like consistent hand, as my Lord Welles- | the 
ley—as my Lord Anglesey governed it. 
Govern it so as to hold the balance even 


(Treland). 64 


last half century had been to blame 
for not having attempted to introduce 


such a bill. But, unquestionably, it must 


nitude 
1. The 
question they had to dete 
the 


om a sense of the ma 


epi ; 
between conflicting sects and opposing |be admitted, that every Government suc- 
5 | 
parties; but governit, at the same time, | cessively had feared to approach the sub- 
with an absolute love of the people, a | ject, and none more than the present Go- 
} 
| 


unremittingly to gain | vernment, fi 

be | of the 
preliminary 
was, whethei 


steady disposition 
their affection, a 
fathers as well as rulers of the people, 
then you will make thi 


constant desire to difficulties that surrounded 


and rmine 


ie ‘ 
se friends who are | attempt were now to be 














the strength, comfort, and security of | made lor not? It was not a 
every Government, and without whom | sufficient answer to that question to say, 
7 Y 1 al ’ } re : 
neither taxes raised b Vy the Exch juer, Noy that the Knelish poor-law had inflicted 
i | ies ; t 
rates levied by commiss! mers, nor armies | SOMC mischief On | n | ind, NO hum in 
se tO enforce he ates W hich Onmmis- SYS rat CV ¢ CXISLC( Into which some 

sent t force the rates w commis- | syst had cver existed into which s 
% * ‘ on } } 4 
sioners have levied, will ever avail to ses | abuses had not crept ; and the fact, that 
» ; | — 
cure the strength or peace of your reign. | numerous abuses had crept into the ma- 
‘¢ Non exercitus, nt que thesauri, preesidia | nagement of the English poor-law was no 
regni sunt, veriim amici; quos neque armis reason why the attempt should not be 
covere, neque auro parare queas, officio | made by a paternal Government to remedy 
oD ’ | ’ | 
: | y 
1 


et fide pariuntur.” Unremitting candour, 
steady, manly, equal policy, 
faith, and no chichanery, 

whatsoever. ‘That 1s the cours 
gain you friends, upon whom alone a Go- 
vernment ought to wish to rest; 
whom alone the safety can 
rest—‘* Officio et fide Govern 
Treland thus, and you will find that capital 
will flow into and extend itself through 
the country; you will find her fields 
cultivated, her bogs disappearing, her 
poor diminished, her comforts increased, 
tranquillity established; the crafty priest 
may preach, and the restless agitator may 
disturb, in vain ; you may defy, because 
right in the honest discharge of your duty, 
the arts of the one and the tumults of the 
other. 

The Marquess of Lansdowne said, that 
he apprehended that the noble and learned 
Lord’s dissatisfaction at his (the Marquess 
of Lansdowne’s) not having spoken at an 
earlier period of the debate he 
noble Lord’s being deprived of an oppor- 
tunity of adding him to the list of those 
total failures which was sure to be 
with every one on either side of the House 
who ventured to offer any opposition to 
the opinions of the noble and learned Lord. 
He had long hesitated as to the possibility 
of admitting a Poor Relief Bill into Ire- 
land, even to the limited extent which the 
present bill proposed ; and he thought 
it was impossible for Government to intro- 
duce such a bill without risk and danger. 
Indeed, if such a bill could have been in 
troduced without risk, not only the present 
Government, but every Government during 


ho shuffling 


whainh 
e which will 


upon 


of an empire 


parcuntur.” 


arose from t 


the case 


perfect good | 





(Lord Lyndhurst) 


| whole 
cused of having misled the public by their 





the serious evils connected with this sub 
a ‘e of whi h the pressure ha | 10) long bee i 
felt in Ireland. 
tem wh ich the bill ~! 

subjecting the matter 
howe ver noble 
obje ct to some of the 
bill, he trusted that indisposition 
would exist to give to Ireland, through its 
means, some chance of attaining at last to 
a state of tranquillity and repose. Tle 
must refer to what had fallen from the 
noble and learned Lord, and other noble 
Lords who had imputed to Government the 
having created expectations and hopes on 
this subject which they were by no means 
prepared to fulfil, The aol der 


Ife looked upon the sys- 
Opose d to establis h as 

to a fair trial; 
Lords mig 


and, 
it be disposed 10 
details of the 
ho 


le arte dl 





Lord had argued the point, s if this bill 
created the right to relief. He denied, 
that such was the principle of the bill. 


If it were so, he 
ported the bill. 
of the bill, the 


the noble 


would never have sup- 

Were that the pring iple 
exaggerated statement of 
irned Lord 


of the 


ind le 
\ 


opposite 
7 i 

aininu 
far from 
short by 


possible 
son land, so 


rental of ind, 
uld fall 


exaggerated, 


tion of the 
being 


| two bade of the fall amount; for he 
l(the Marquess of Lansdowne) believed 
}that in that case it would swallow up the 


rental. When Government was ac- 


statements, those who brought the charge 


ought to refer to the public acts of the 
Government. What was the language 
pac a in the speeches put into the 


legen of the late King and of her present 
Majesty ? Nothing could be more 


enarded than 


carefully 


the language of those 
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speeches against raising any such hopes or] ceeded wit! some t pidly, but 
creating any such expectations. Looking | in oth with due caut . mea 


at the necessity for relief, of emp! vl is tl 

some stimulus to the resources, and of im-| poor, 

proving the condition of the poor—look-{ they hic ( 

ing at these things, it sul ly became tl thi fi 

Government to make a limited attempt ted 

that they could keep under their own 

trol and management. Th was 

danger that the power of the Con 

sioners would be permanently ab t} 

there was sufficient protection inst f 

in the revision and control which it 4s 

intended should be exercised from 

time by Parliament. ll I \ 

learned Lord referred to tl Dr h at por ption 
Board as if that were intended t ei so | 

insult to the people of freland; but su : 
the noble and learned Loid’s Iho 


to Ireland as the ‘land of jol 


have suggested t 





iswer to 
such supposition, | t 
English Commissioners in cases Whel Vii Of Vanht ! I 
money was to be expended had, as was | su 
admitted in all quarters, had the effect of | | 
putting a stop to jobs of every description. | i 
In proot of this he need only refer to the | latio: , al with f rictions, bh 
Board of Works. The members of that | was not 1} but if carried on on a 
Board were entirely English. ‘The noble | lar { Id ttended 


Lord said he was prepared to assent toa 

bill for the re lief of the impotent, 

and aged. With all the ingenuity of th 

noble and learned Lord, he would find it 
t 


lind, 


extremely difficult to introduce such a} be found perat 

precise definition as to the character of | 7, A people—th 

age, impotenee, and sickness, as would | si the ich! od ly 
cuard that partof the bill against the pos- | a su ' n r wi 
sibility of fraud. He thought the interests | the: : t 


of humanity, under the operation of this | TI 

bill, would be more extensively served by 

the effect it would have on the rate -paye tea ) { 
than upon those who were paid. 
ing tothe state of Ireland, he must ob . 2 ld adn 
serve, that it was impossible to apply } works would | very 
capital profitably in a couutry where alen ployment of able-bodied 1 : bit 
combination existed amongst a class of | thoueht it ess il to the w of Ir 
persons living by their labour, and whi nd that such meat 5 | led 
( pe pli could « vi landholden 
numbers of that 


asmall portion of the 
prive large 
in his own labour which every man ve hb nt 
had a right to enjoy. He was ware that ie did ot regard it ; of, t 
the present bill would not effect a cur vils which afflicted Treland Hie \ 
of this evil, but he thought that if even | ready to admit w | ind learned 
a small portion of the people were taken | Friend opposite, that ( 

out of the market, and from that competi- | evils and the fut prosperity tl 
tion which existed with r spect to land, | country must d | 

much good would be thereby effected must depend on th 


The bill was nee ssary on account of tl ( ital t t ( { 

clearing of estates, which was being pro- | and in ban ine {I , 
VQ) x i hird Q 
I. XLUD | fue 
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tem of combination which now prevailed }them. It was objected that this measure 
init. By such means, and by such only, | had not been sought for by the petitions of 
could the prosperity of Ireland be secured. | the people—had not be n desired by the 
It was, he repeated, on these groun Is, provincial press—had not been made the 
that he CAVE his support to this bill, b ne } subject of anitmadversion on the husting 
aware, that if it ha led, he he uld have to or tl topic of di ussion at po rut rmeet 
pay in | wn person the penalty of his | in Now, he had every respect for th 
juden th 3 ect t provincial pi hustin but 
i \ jues f Ve mus cd t t n 
] I b] { } } Ver\ cle , fib i 1 i re 
pla t r frish ( had not nt 
i f 
were 1 Du their trial 1 to} ; thy \ lpr 
1 | } t t | ? | le | I ti ' A 1 Io in 
for r Lordsh | ¢] lises ly 
i 1 | ™m fh it | I t| tL th { Y} | vi 
landow1 led 1 i der tots e popu in f ! lt eu tl 
f | | f ! , { low ly ‘ ’ don ar 
i iful experiment, which w likels question by th ( ideration ¢ what 
») rulh to la Vi i IY th rht t rll 1 | { >it it 
y ought first to h inquired inte tf popu et \s the attack th 
lative } ition of | | d t ! } | ! de } i ular quart 
th ntry, and if they had don \ th yy) t le ¢ | Hot | 
S t cessity of nt nobl di | ed Lord 
n i measure to protect na I Lyndh: ) must iv, that it had not 
from t irreptitious ines th ken him by surpris He had lon 
popuial » on t] rest i not | lool 1 ft ul dar} ind lowert 
opposed to the prineipl r.a m ire | cloud capped violence nd threatenin 
which had for its obiect the reli t tl i squall hich had hune in that quarte 
frish poor, but it should be different in] and it was no surprise that it had at last 
character from thi present, and hej burst forth in the torrent which thei 
despaired of any uch being earried Lordships had heard. he noble and 
throuchin this Session. It wassaid, that | learned Lord had expressed his disapproval 
A 5 i i 
this measure was popular in frel ind. | of this bill in almost all its parts, and yet 
Chat he bere dtod ny; the farmers, and | he declared his intention to vote for its 
even the working classes, were, eencrally | second reading Ife had approved of the 
speaking, decidedly hostile to it. It was] English Poor-Law Bill, but he would have 
also said, that it would be a means of pre- | what he considered a better measure for 
vention of the offences against property. | Ireland. On one thing he had to congra 
Chis he must deny: the offences against | tulate the noble and learnedLord. ‘Th 
property were eareely half as nu erous | nol nd learned Lord pre Loh 
as thos waist tl public pear or | wish not ) una he { of th 
th unst the perso { | 9) | tf \ H u | wa 
proved by an analysis of the returns « | 9 I lad to | ! There w i time 
( olonel Sh iW Ke nnedy, from which 1 Wi nh tne | ble il | le urned Lord il ec ) 
appeared that in 1837 the offences agains | diilere nt ton ind though he had never 
ihe public peace in [reland were 4,685; | pre ssed hard upon the noble and learned 
those against property were 2,444 He | Lord for the speech to which he referred, 
would say, therefore, that it w: ibsurd | he certainly did think it a very imprudent 
to talk of this bill as a remedy for the | peech; but he hoped, that the new ton 
otiences against property lah inion | which the noble and learned Lord h Te 
Ministers were greatly te tne in the (adopted on this oceasion might be used and 
hole course of their } ( this | employed by him tn reference to other sub- 
bjeet | ject in with Treland. With refe: 
Viscount hour ’ met thad beer lof legvislatin for 
lebate on this bill had n r [re] for the purpe {promoting British 
re thane i tol wind tel P34 tic sts h Yi } That iV no ap- 
had | PH ¢ mim wed } ; 1 > rn ‘it | de| ite oO} that 
j 1 had been iInfrodueed, tl | } ( tl i " ha 1 herve had 
mulcl not rest it} hy t tye Ilncded 1 l they lec n } mWanes lcewhere of 
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desire to legislate 1 in 1 any suc h Spirit, or of { bitt 1eSS al d acrimon Vill id aA n 
wy disposit ion to sacrifice the interests of that debate micht not tect the decision 
re Se to those of Great Britain. With | to which they wer: ibout to come, but 
respect to an observation of the noble and t t! nscendat nportan f 
learned Lord, that he did not expect ar t yuest vould h d eight 
thing of a great and enlightened kind from evel Member of veir Lordshiy 
. i 

her Majesty’s ‘overnment, he | fl 
\ ould iV, | he \ hot ind ' ! ( B id were 1 
posed to listen to rebul r when | rs of fac ed ble Vi 
coming from a proj qua vet ne wa t ch ! i} oppor- 
nt to loc kk »recelvil 4 } iL ft j Ot ] nyt md mie il t| 
uarter from which it came, a for his } positive, pptory, and 
part, he must say, that ving | mode. Firs respect to 
hat there v wiytt ) i sh | I s asked 
lieht ied im ti ne 1] t ad leat l.o | ¢ i i plac t 
though h dmitted his extraordinary t h ild t me i larly ref 
and ingenuity —| ud, that not admi S Sovereic: ~ could 
ith th least th f the ( ke nd tea | him lib ty ft do \ OW no 
Lord poss d any of tl qualities with | Lin t presel f the nobl 
the want of which he rebuked the ¢ int | he rather thought he w 
vernment, the noble and learned Lord’s he le Viseount hi If . 
remarks did not fall with much eth por 1, to | forward Poor | 
him. Phe noble n learned L ar- } ) hy with som luctans | 
guments, hows er, t! erly the failed t } i H knew of no intenti n—no 

nvinee himself, had had the effect liohtest—on the part the nobl 
convincing’ the noble rnd | arned Lo Ount Tt | It) rOorw< ad thi t n isure 
near him (Lord Brougham), and gaining} As to tl cond assert of the nobl 
his vote ayainst the second readin ‘| ’ it} Viscount he could, if pe ible, give it a 
noble and learned Lord had certainly sur- | still more flat denial. Perhaps, indeed, 


passed the noble and learned Lord ( 
site in bitterness, 
well aware of the part which the 1 
and learned Lord had taken on an ¢ 
sion to which he had referred in 


Now, he 


was 


course of his Sp ech—the occasion of 


Poor-law Bill: he was very 
at efforts 


Lord in advocating 


Knelish 
aware of the gr 


noble and learne: 


2 
} 
| 


measure on its introduction § int 


Lordships’ House; but when the noble 


and learned L. 
speech Onl Oct asion 
which he; as 
bill was introduced, ouekt to 
instead, he must tell the 
Lord, that he 
noble and learne d Lord had oven hin 
option of making 
and learned 


of introduc ine that 


Secretary of State, when 


noble and le a 


ie 
did not remember 


ont n 
that speech 


Lord seemed very read 


rd said th it he mace 


have mi 


1 . Thenobl 


Se 
ICCa- | | 
the | 
the | fc 

if 


made by the {| 


that 
their | | 
10b] | fe 
the | 
nade | t 
rned t 


} 1 
that the j{! 


y the | bil 


F | 
vy tol. 


make that speech. Every one must feel j 
sensible of the ereat powers of the noble | 
and learned Lord, and every one in the} 
Government must be grateful to him for | 
lis assistance on that occasion, and non 
but a warvnened would deprive himself « 

that assistance unless there were very}, 
strone@ reasons for it HH should not ar ? 
longes detain thei Lordships but he must } 
express his trast and confidence. that thi l¢ 


aa 
ae ry | it was a most sorry joke. But in answe 


1p 
| to have voted at all 


1 
Was a jOKe ; but if it we re, he must say, 


the assertion, he would say, in the 


theh 


first 
id intended originally not 
| on this subject, and 
vr this he could ippeal his noble and 
| opposite, He 


1 
ice, that 


irned Frienc could not 


ave ch 1D red his Intention In ¢ -onsequence 


if the / ch of his noble and learned 
lend fe had determined not to vote 

] ] y ] - 
r the sec a reading Ot the bill, In con 
uent ft the speech of his noble Friend 
Viscount Wel rne said, h had no 


Oliection of the circumstances which 


he noble and learned Lord had detailed 
specting tl Poor Law Amendment 
ill; and as to what he had said on the 


te of the noble and learned Lord, that 
is mere conjecture. 


Chen Lordships divided, Contents 149 


Contents 20 :—Mapjority 129, 
| read a second time 
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i th i Abolition of Negro Apprentices! ~ 
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better Ol f the Sabbath.—By Sir G 
LAND, 1t 1 Opera t to Yr t 
time of work in factories fi to eleven hours 


R. Bateson, in Londonderry 
of Irelar 
National ition in Ire 
from the dean, chapter, and 
recommended by the Ecclesiastical Commis- 


Pollockshaws, 





i-day.—By Sit 
present system of 
und. ir W. Fouvert, 
others, in Exeter, against 





and other parts 


Educ 





mcasures 


jioners.—By Mr. LusHinGton, from 
Seoteh Church, 
of Meath, for 
Sir W. 


tock 


ny additional endowment to the 
H. 


provi 


GRATTAN, from landowners 
ion for the poor of Ireland.—By 


from Drogheda, in favour of J 


som 
SOMERVILLE, int 
Ranks (Ireland).—By Mr. Baines, from the West Riding 
F Act; 


also, 











of York, for an amendment of the Factories 
fro Liverpool, against endowments to Scotch Churches. 
-By Captain Woop, from Tottenham, praying that the 
udditional revenue of the Chureh property be applied 
exclusively to r¢ us instruction; also, from 10,000 
iwvers of Spitalfields, for a total prohibition of forcign 
Ik, and for atotal repeal of the Corn-laws.—And by th 
ArTroRN® Y-GENERAL, from person who had been 
Quakers, but were no longer members of that body, to 
have the same protection as to taking oaths as_ the 


ual rs 
Quakers, 


Captain Pechell, 


Fisuinc Boars.] 


seeing the noble Lord the Secretary of 


State for Foreign Affairs in his place, 
wished to put a question to him on a 
matter of great importance. On the 3rd 
or 4th of May, he had presented to the 
noble Lord a memorial from some fisher- 
men of Brighton, complaining of having 
received considerable damage from some 
French fishing boats, and praying that 
means might be taken to obtain for them 
The noble Lord had, on 
inemorial 
having reference to a similar occurrence, 
and of more 
On that oceasion, the noble Lord had inti 
dh j the case 


indemnification, 


a former occasion, received a 


a still ageravated nature, 


mat is untention of referring 





Boats. {COMMONS} 





|either country. 





fol 
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to the consideration of the King’s Advo- 
cate, for the purpose of ascertaining its 
bearing on international law, and if he 
found that he should be borne out in 
doing so, of making an application on the 
subject to the French Government. He 
(Captain Pechell) now wished to ask how 
the question lay between the French and 
English Governments, a matter of the 
greatest importance, as only two days ago 
a similar aggression had occurred. 

Viscount Palmerston observed, that a 
difficulty had arisen from the circumstance 
fact, that the 
collision which had taken place between 
the French and Enelish boats had taken 
place on the high seas, and not within the 
territorial jurisdiction of either the English 
or the French Government. With regard 
to the question which the hon. and gallant 
Member had put as to the present state of 
the arrangements on the subject, he was 
happy to inform him, that the British 
ambassador at Paris had been instructed 
to make two propositious to the French 
Government, which, if adopted, would ob- 
viate the recurrence 
circumstance. ‘The first proposition was, 
that the fishing of each country should be 
exclusively carried on within the territorial 
jurisdiction of that country; the second 
proposition was, that a code should be 
agreed to by both countries, regulating 
the conduct of the fishermen when they 
met out of the territorial jurisdiction of 
These were the proposi- 
tions which had been made to the French 
Government; butcircumstances had hither- 
to preve nted an answer from being given 
to them. 

Subject dropped. 


of its appearing to be the 


of any unpleasant 


OurraGes 1n IrELAND.| ~ On the 
Order of the Day for the ITouse to resolve 
itself into Committee on the Registration 
of Electors Bill being read, 

Sir Ff’. Trench said, he would take that 
opportunity of reading a letter to the 
House which involved a charge of the 
most serious description against the Irish 
Government ; and for the purpose of put- 
ting himself in order, he would conclude 
by a motion, The Irish Government was 
accused, and not in a secret manner, but 
by a person who avowed his name, and 
who was a county magistrate, with having 
encouraged persons to commit outrages 
and acts of violence, by withholding the 
the individuals who gave 





rewards due te 


rey 
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information respecting these illegal pro- J was promnsed {tdi pp ) 


ceedings. The letter Was as follow ae 
vY 


1 th i “A i { 
“My dear Sit Frederick, You have, of } evidence on t . { t 
course, heard of the assassination murdet i ! im.’ | | 
Mr. Cooper, and the reward = offered fol 5 | | } ] m 
discovery by Government, 300/. L have. laitted { t 
doubt but half the sum offered would pro- | q noi I \ } 
cure the necessary information and « cl ; ument, on | 


wcre the persons who can give the ii 


satisfied that they would be paid the mon: f mor ae 
offered, there appears to have been so many | w you W i 
witnesses of the fact. But Ll am_ so ry to y | more it | 
that the Government do not keep faith v | ) 
persons who risk t ier lives | y ivi informae [ft t Gove 
tion?” * Yours, eve 
see Wi 

{ Mr. O’ Connell: N , No. | lie would 
tell the hon. and learned Memb r, that i | hon. Member ud, that th 
he could state an instance of a man who] of the letter w rent! in of cons 
had been denounced from the altar for }able age, and a kinsman of his own; and 
giving information, and the next morning | having written to the f his corr 
he was found murdered, his head being | spondent to tain whether he m 


cut off and placed under his arm, and in} make use of his name, he ree 
his mouth a paper was found, on whi 
was written, that ‘* that was the way in 
which informers ought to be treated. Weedon: 3 1) 1 Mica 
{[Mr. O'Connell: Name, name. He Oia: ia Ma —— vf 
would give the name to the noble Lord | w ! I { 
opposite, but the hon. and learned Mem-| mentioned. !s 

ber knew that there was great danger in | cts lie has given. [ recetvea the inform 





publishing names in such a case. | tion Se Bex . fore . : a ; es 
The Speaker observed, that according }?.— = ‘gs i a re ee e. Aopen ep 
to the rule of the House, the hon. Gentle- | ¢.1. ° y Ai aa “ETERS 
man could not proceed, unless he intended Eg ER SF ay ae 
to move an order of the day by way of | uld not have remained in t hbourhood ; 
amendment. but they lived wit 1 mile of Clo jan. 
Sir I’, Trench would do so. ‘The hon. | NM Carter was the stipend - te; 


Gentleman then continued to read th 


letter :-— 


-~ 








“T can state a fact to youthat I think should | step to s the discovery ot Mr. ¢ 

be brought before Parliament. As 1 was a| murderers, Yours, si 

great enemy to tithes, when they did exist, | ée Fy] 

and have always thought more favourably of | 11 he. Wii ee 

the Whigs than the Tories, it cannot be s pe : = sei seapahucrs ah ; ie 
: posed that I mention the matter from party jt eo he Knew nothing cult in 
feeling, but merely as I think that such cone | /¥* land as to obtain information respecting 
| duct on the part of Government will prevent | the perpetrators of crimes, and h thought 
L such murderers as Mr. Cooper’s from being the course pursued by the Government 

punished. Gilbert Carter, who lives within a] ynless it eould be satisfactorily « xplained 
it few miles within this place, in the county of} Jite to have a most pernicious tendency 
e Tipperary, was engaged in the collection of i Viscount Morn ne dhe had not } : cl 
e tithe composition, in consequence of which, as | ; ma ERR mw os i paar 
h it appears, his house was broken into at nig! rs the circumstance ae eee - Re 

his family ill-treated, and tithe valuation books | they were mentioned by the hon. Gentiles 
t- and securities destroyed. Government, inthe }man. Ile had written to Ireland, 1 


usual way, offered a reward of 50/. for inform- | ing the fullest information on the subject : 
~ ' 7 


1S ation and prosecution to conviction. \ son of i but, from the statement of the hon. Gen- 
ut Gilbert Carter did give information, and pro- | tleman, it ippeared that the whole of th 
id secuted to conviction, and received 25/. instead |) 44, Sl SR CR cine SR 
10 of 50/.! I wrote to the Secretary on the sub- alae oe ae ra Me: : ; 

teed ject, and was referred to the stipendiary ay l= | penalary Magistrate 


gistrate (Major Carter, of Nenagh) of the dis- | Subject dropped. 
trict, for the reason of withholding half what 
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fregestrate i} of 


rot ( i N¢ 

LAND).| The Llouse resolved into Com 
mittee on the : 
Mneland (Bill). 
On the sixth Clause, 
Mr. Wynn said, he 


kt BGINSTRATIGON Ot on 


rt 


Reeistration of lecto 


wished to suggest 
to the noble Lord opposite the propriety 
of introducing a clause giving the revising 
barrister the power of imposing a fine in 
cases where the lists of electors were not 
duly returned, 

Sir C. Anightley said, that there wer 
many cases in which, from the ignorance, 
wilful inattention, or from corruption on 
the part of the overseers 


were disfranchised on account of the Iists 


A whole townships 


not having been properly filled up or re 
turned; and he thought it most important 
. 


that in a bill ike the one under considera- 


tion some provision should be made fo: 


mf 
wuarding ag@ainst so serious an evil. 
Mr. Langdale fully coneurred in what 
} » 1 ' 1 ' 
had fallen from the hon. Baronet who had 


just sat down, and thoucht some measures 


ought to be taken to preve nt whole town 
ships from being disfranchised through 
the ignorance or inattention of overseers. 
Ife had himself prepared an addition to 
the clause under consideration, which he 
proposed having inserted, if it could con- 
veniently be done. 

Sir EB. Sudden 


e ‘ 
feared, from the way 

a RP * 

in which the clause was 


frame d 
doubts might arise as to whether th 
: referred to in the clause did 
not mean exclusively those chapels in 
connexion with the Established Church; 
and he thought it important that all am- 
biguity on the subject should be removed. 
Me quite agreed in what had fallen from 
his right hon. Friend (Mr. Wynn), and 
thought it would be highly improper to 
allow the clause to pass without some 


ae ” 
Chaps 1S 


provision being inserted to guard and pro- 
tect the constituency against the ignorance, 
wilful inattention, o1 corruption of over- 
It was highly important that large 
bodies of electors, perfectly qualified to 
vote, should not be disfranchised through 
the wilful inattention of either 
barrister or overseer, 

The Attorney General heartily con- 
curred in what had fallen from his right 
hon. and learned Friend, and should be 
glad to co-operate with him for the at- 
tainment of the object he had in view. 

Mr. Praed thought a sufficient remedy 
against the evil complained of was pro- 
vided by the bill, Particular notice was 


seers. 


revising 





; COMMONS ¢ hedectoo / beryl nd ) 


required to be given to the overseer of all 
he had to do, and corrupuon was alse 
vuarded against by the Imposition of 
fine when improper conduct 
proved. 

Lord J. Russell } 
just fallen from the hon. Member opposite 
and thoucht 
taken in the bill to guard against careless 


] } 
oreed with what had 
sufficient precautions were 


ness on the part of overscers. 


sit lV. Rac 
would be defective 


thoueht their legislation 
if they left it in the 
powel of an oversee! by wilful inattention 


| } 


fronehice lorve number of electo 


4 ? 
tO G@isiranents l pe. num 


1 1 
W here parties were nearly equal, such con 
duct mip ht turn the seale of the election 
1 7 
and he thought if possible to prepare a 
| ; ‘ 
clause ealeulated to 


ive po riect prot ctiou 


1 ‘ } . 
to the vote t! first place, in bh 
a ; . eerie ree 
opimion, a heavy fine Ought to ve tunmiected 
| ! } | | 
on overseers Who neglected thei uly 
re : } Pan are | 
If the oversee! Ki not do his duty ih Llve 
: : 1 } ] 
frst Suuday, some power ought to be 
} 4 
iven to t »Or n C parismoncrs to ay 


pome another pro dempore, tor the purpose 
of securn the franchise of the parish ; Ol 


the fact might be communicated to thx 


Secretary of State, who should direct such 


steps to be taken as h might deem ne 
Cessal y 

Sir J. Grah mentioned, that two 
ye ars 220 the wh ile ol the irecmwen Ol th 


city of Carlisie were isfranchised im con 


j SEQUCHIC » Of tie Ovel el hegiectiuig l¢ 
affix the list to t chureh ae ‘ 
Clause p tpone | 
On ¢ lause 1d, 
Mr. Hodgson moved, as an amendment 
“to omit so much of the clause as require Ss 
freemen of cities and boroughs to ve 


notice to the town-clerk of chance of 
residence.” 

Mr, Jervis supported the amendment. 

The Attorney-General said, his own 
private Opinion was favourable to the sug- 
restion of thehon. Member for Berwick ; 
but he did not sce why an exception should 
be taken in favour of freemen which voters 
of property qualification had not the ad- 
He regretted the Legislature 

omitted the third 

question; but as he saw no hope of that 
he should oppose the amendment. 

Mr. Williums thought, that the ten- 
dency of the clause was to entrap freemen. 

Lord John Russeli thought it peculiarly 
necessary to have the fact of 
ascertained in the case of freemen, as it 
was part of their qualification that they 


vantage of. 


had not altogether 


residence 


hould i iat Witiilh i Cer (iit ‘ 
f the town ov | uct 
oted, 
mi if i 4 i 
nen d thought t hau 


| 
aed 


Ul 
Lord Jo/ hi LtUss (] Da ttl { , ( i 
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at } rs, DY f it tb i 5 na 
HOUSE OF EOL ES {4 Bi aa | 
1 4 nO} comnil ned OLLIC E n¢ pri 
' } . = 
r VF ) 1 1 y ; it ; r fatality vy whi 
Wedne sday, May 22, | . = . ee nee a 
pet ( > rusted it \ 
, , 
! t Petition pr I ’ ] i 4 u I 
{r t! i % 
t D it ith I { ( ( , j t “ j ly sult 
Dissenter f La i ( | i 
Methodists of ditto, We I I Se. ere 
pendents of tto, Bay I] | nicl if 
\ 1 Can HI i 
is 1| 
habit M f t \ BONE ~ ‘ 
I pendents of I \ { pray pct 
{ I 
f Here | st ’ w te v 
{ Sut Heref Ba ( a 
t 
tto, vitant Py B ut ra 0 
ned by vicar, &« ! i [ 1 meet i m { } tition 
. i ! t i i to i 
Bapt of Pet i I I 
: 
k RAVE, the I ( { I ord if r C 
5X M ju {S Cts Vi Md 
nd by t I fl 
; Pn daa : p 1 ins for Gen Sir ( 
\ T 
Lor Fer De Lacy \ i S nely upon 
a eat n 1} | Ea \ 1 x " 
\berdee f 
Churceh.—An Bis} fl tt Bute { { 
I x ‘ x n of ( (a } Sf | 
I latu | j ry 
_ i bchatll 
DRITISH AUXILIARY LEGION may : , , il i Vas tained 
n , ! } 
Marquess of Londonderry said, that he }\ 
i 
had t very Important petition to pl sent, I . Lic! I. ii suld beg 
: i 
and one to which he would I qu aa } ( ( 8) ; ite, that 
pj 
1 y 1 , 
particular attention of the noble Viscount ) On i the noble ari had taunted 
opposite. Lhe petitic h cam from th him ying, that rore another ssion 
aie a aor oat ¢ I) \ r F ] i I E 1 } 
oimmcers and private Oo} british Auxe | 4 i i V iva t his vi 
; ay { < rt ‘ r 1) " 
iliary Legion of Spain. The petitio roops itd hurry n Ma 
. oO ‘ i A . 
ve . , y | i 1} } 
Was very short and empnatically worded, 
e i 
“ ‘ } vee ee) ri j } f AT \7 | ] I } 
and therefore he would read it to tl f Min ‘ly Lords, I h 


House. The petitioners stated, that, | ni ry ( vy, that I never 


“ Tlaving engaged in the servic: her | f nythinge so extray t: 
Catholic Majesty with the sanction of his | larques fo] y said 


late Majesty King William 4th, und he | tl t record 
Order in Council of th h of June, }an tated t 


1835, they were now reduced to 
distress in cons yuence of the non-fulfil i Ten : 
ment of the engage its of tl » i | [ i ] 
gage! | i - I 
Government to pay their pay and ra | Lord 
tuities which they were entitled to recely lof t Duelhy t | cas ie } 
at the termination of their period of -|Su ef Grovernment 
vice.” The petitioners also stated. that. | th vy of d rust to 
‘“‘ Having performed thei part 
ditions entered into they were en b 
the payment of their just claims upon the | be iced 1 the | 


Spanish Government, and that there did | pat t ( 

not appear to be anv probability of t] r | i 40 i f would n nt if 
dk mands being paid. uhiess t r ) { Int t} ! f tl tion 
able House would take th 





consideration, and adopt such measures as | it of tl Mi i 
would enforce the paym¢ t ot had that ¢ j 

and procure for them the justice to which la vouldl before a year b 
they were entitled.” The | i 4 
signed by Colonel Chu hi I. Colonel }1 t vine ma SO | 
Hicks, Colonel Cannon, Colonel Claudius , itement What the VM ? j 
Shaw, and nearly all the other field offi- | Pa ¢ might have stated thing 
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POOR-LAW (IRE! \ i] i ) ; 
fvoden, mi pt 1 
parish of St. John t 
took that opportunil i 
deeply lament 1th { it ol | } i! 
debate; because he wa tively i 
that the account f that division ( af 
pread throughout Ireland } 
classes alarm and dismay, which 
impossible for him to describ i 
hat it would be Impossible in Commi | 
to divest the bill of the awful 
which now characterised it: and if 
should be so, he hoped Lord | 
would throw it out on the third re 
lt wi a measu fore 
wainst the w 
ountry ; and in 
only refer to ft 
hich had been p> { 
whilst not « ha 
favour f it 
The Earl of W 
take that opportunity « 
as hie had not been 
Lordships last nieht. He felt as x 
on the subject as any noble Lord in 


Ilouse connected with Ireland, but |} i 
evel objectionable might be thi rl ! tat 
1 } fsaeacl #1 . 


ye 2 
of this bili, he cor 


that it was a measure wh 


+1 | {ft 

from the other fou { t 
purpose of giving rel to th 

} 1 
nhabitants of freland 
: : 
had been DY laree } Li 
fi ll angl . 1 -}.) 

Ull ANG Careiul i 
It was not fitting Wn that hi 

’ 

to give a second re t { 


having come to that d 


still felt, that he could say ni 





favour of the measur it L t iard 
tertained consid rable doul i tl } 

priety of the measure ; Ll he must : itives micl 

that they had not | | 

course of last night’s debat 

ible arguments against neasure orn 

feeble arguments tor one he 1d ( , { ' I 


heard. He knew that very large 

almost unconstitutional powers \ | 
fided in the commi 

thought, that as those px 
endured here they would 


more intolerable in Ireland ay 


people were accustomed to unconstitu- 
tional measures. An observation, however, 
made last night by his noble and learned 
Friend (Lord Lyndhurst) w such as to | - 


Stare 
~ ae 


er him in that opinion, for ht 
and learned Friend had stated, that the | ( 








87 Negro Apprenticeship. {COM 


at the bar with the following auswer trom 
her Majesty to the Address of the House 
relative to the slave trade :— 


‘©T have reecived your dutiful Address, ex- 
pressing your opinions, your wishes, and your 
hopes, as to the measures best caleulated to 
accomplish the effectual extinction of the tr iflic 
assure you | fully share you 


hum in Sul- 


in slaves. I 
regret in observing the extent 
fering that is still occasioned by this cruel 


trade. I have recently concluded with some 


foreign states idditional stipul tions for the 
purpose of putting down this trathe L hav 
eugaged in negotiations with other foreign 
states for arrangements founded on the prin- 


ciples recommended in your Address, and I 
am urging 
with Great Britain, by the conclusion of a 
treaty adapted to the suppression of the slave 
trade now carried on under the Portuguess 
flag. You may rely on my earnest endeavours 
to give full effect to your wishes on this inter- 
esting and important subject 


” 


Necro Apprenticesnuip.] Sir Eardley 
Wilmot rose to bring forward the motion 
of which he had given notice. He felt it 
would be urged by the Under Seeretary 
for the Colonies, 
Gentlemen on both sides of the House, 
that it would be unwise, injudicious, and 
perhaps unparliamentary, in him to bring 
this question forward a second time after 
it had been once decided. But he held 
it to be the duty, as well as the privilege, 
of every Member of Parliament, if he con- 
scientiously believed, that the House had 
decided wrong, to bring forward the sub- 
ject a second time, in order to induce it to 
revise and rescind its resolution; and that 
if any evil should arise from the agitation 
of the question, that that evil should be 
equaily shared by those who opposed as 
by those who provoked the inquiry. He 
had other reasons for bringing the subject 
forward again. First, because he did not 
think it had been fairly met by the hon. 
Gentleman, the Under Secretary for the 
Colonies, when it was last before the 
House. He thought, that the hon. Gen- 
tleman, if he were really sincerely and 
conscientiously opposed to the motion, 
should have met it by a direct negative, 


ind also by many other 


instead of moving the second reading of 


another measure—a measure which | 
(Sir Eardley Wilmot) had always under- 
stood was introduced to run pare passu 
with another bill. It was upon these 
grounds he was induced to bring forward 
the present motion. In doing so he 
begged to assure the House, that he should 


1 
Lh = 


MONS} 


Portugal to fulfil her engagements | 
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not attempt to excite its feelings or its 
passions by enumerating all those horrors 
which had been related as occurring in the 
West Indies. He wished only to appeal 
to the generosity and kindness of the 
House whilst he endeavoured fairly and 
impartially to bring the whole of this 
important question under iis considera. 
tion. When he first undertook to bring 
the subject forward, he felt that he had a 
dificult task to perform- 
distinet objects to attain ; first, to convince 
the House of the truth of all the allega- 
tions which had been made as to the 
committed in out 


Iouse and the public disbe- 


that he had two 


enormities 
which the 
lieved, as impossible ; and also to convince 
the House that the immediate abolition of 
the apprenticeship system was the best and 
safest mode of remedying the evil. As to 
the first of these propositions, he wa: 
almost entirely relieved of any difficulty 
for nobody who had read the documents— 
the authorised documents upon which 
these atrocities had been proved—nobody 
who had heard or read the speeches of the 
hon. Gentlemen in favour of or against 
especially to the 


coionies, 


abolition—he alluded 
speeches of the ex-Chancellor of lreland 
(Sir E. Sugden), and the Secretary at War 
(Viscount Howick), speeches which, un- 
doubtedly, though levelled against, wer 
decidedly in favour of immediate emanci- 
pation—no person could have done all that 
without coming to the conclusion, that the 
allegations as to the enormities of the slave- 
trade had been fully proved. But, in addi 
tion to that, he held in his hand the Act 
of Parliament recently passed, an act which 
had been carried within the last six weeks 
or two months; and he said, that that act 
was in itself a plea of “ guilty” to the 
charges brought against the West-India 
planters. Further than that, he had th 
language of the noble Lord (Lord Glenelg) 
at the head of the Colonial-office, in which 
that noble Lord admitted, that the ap- 
prentices had been cruelly treated; that 
women had been brutally flogged ; that the 
allowances of food to the apprentices had 
been illegally reduced; that the parents 
had been unlawfully separated from, and 
debarred from intercourse with, thei 
children ; and that preedials and non- 
preedials had been unjustly confounded 
All this proved, that no trust whatever was 
to be placed in the colonial legislatures 
and that the Imperial Parliament, if it 
wished to see its measures carried into full 
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and complete effect, must take tl 
entirely into its own hands. If the co- 
lonial Jegislatures and 

scorned, ridiculed, and laughed at the Act 
of 1833, which was an Act for their 


the planters had 





advantage, and by which t eived 
20,000,0002, of money 3; upon ound 


was it expected that they would not 


equally laugh at, and ridicule, and evad 


the Act recently passed, which was an Ac 
for the advantage of the negro? ij 
trampled upon the Act; he did not tak 
his stand upon it—he assumed ‘ 


ground; he held it to be the undoubted | 


right of every man to be leit in pos 

of the | 

and which no man had a right to tak 
| 


ibertyv given to him by the Almighty, 


from him, except for the commission of 
ee If | ] ¢ - A ] ‘ 

crime if both parties wer led at thi 

tribunal of justice, there could be 1 


doubt as to which of them would be 


adjudged entitled to compensatior I 
first objection made by the friend f th 
planters against any alteration of tl 
present law, was on the ground of contract 
Now, with respect to that object hie 


Act of iMmancipation was cither a contract 


or it was no contract. If it was no con 
tract at all (and he had always declared it 


to be his opinion that it was not), ther 
was end of the question. He contended 


that Parliament would not enter into a] 


contract with any party. It might com- 
mand it-it might enact; but it could not 
contract. But nothine was so strong a 
proot that the Eman pation (et was no 
contract as the very Act of t 


i¢ prese nt 


he 

Session, a copy of which he held in his 
hand: {or by that Act, that part of the 
contract, as it was termed, which made 
children under a certain age for a certain 
term apprentices, was repealed. 
the contract, why should it not have th« 
power to repeal the whole of it? If 
Parliament could justly give liberty to 
infants who were included in the Emanci 
pation Act, why should it not be capable 
of giving liberty to adults ? ; 
it were a contract, he would mainta 
it was either void in itself, or voidable by 
Act of Parliament. Indeed, those who 
were most interested in it, were not even 
partics to this assumed contract 
ment, by the Act of 1833, abolished 
slavery, by enacting that from thenceforth 
slavery should cease; it t 

new species of slavery under the mask of 


liberty; but upon what condition LU por 


1Y 
ut, sup 


len ereat dd a 


{May 22} 


t | in doing so, he took his stand upon this 
j 
| 


Now, if 


Parliament had power to repeal a part of 
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a em 3 } a pn 
conditions which made the contract, if it 
ver ne irlahl hy A ? +} 
were One, voidabie by an Act on the part 
of the same authority which created that 
new state of things. What were thos 

| | Sey — , 
conditions they were, that Parliament 
on t } hand, } d TIVE to th 
planters tl Sul | P,UUUL i money 
i - 
ind allow the n roes to remain in state 
{ a } P 
i serv | tern i pp i | lor a 

l Li » i vl @, On th 

| ! ! 
ther hand the piant should perform 
rtain cove ind D nts spec 
| t f t 
j t i t r nt ti th 
' ri 
Parliament ild rformed it 


states on which the appr 
i had ted well id benefi i} 
1 1 } 2 
| t 1} ert | i} he 
| l otnel Idi, a) el Mati 
| } } ‘ ? | 
j inst In which it baa not { 1 Che 
} 
' j 1 , | Pe | is } 1 
} 1IClaAl md, tiereior , be wouid put th 


rey 1 
two testimonies against each other: and 


Act of Parliament. When he should | 


i 
read to the llouss what had | en said by 


ive 


y 


- ! t ¢ 6 5 . 
a noble Lord in the other House of Par 


liament—a Member of her Majesty’s 
i Governm nt, ind. perl ips, thy be St au 
| t t pon nis de of th question, thi 
ju ust ld perceive which of the two 
i} testimon vas of tl more value, and 
worthy of t o ter ittention Th 
t Rit ] ] rad \ is Col ideri pd t! a | est - 
vheth i Lie itt iti n of t] ] tion ind 
the Im; rial Parliament in passing the 
\et of | > had been fulfilled, and h 
tated that 
i ] magis t , in ndgeay 
to disc et rduty {minist stice, 
1] thy Lit y possible way ; that 
the ( t to the w } use 
for t tt il offences, in ord it the 
might removed fi he prot mn of the 
lay sp | magistrates not hav thie 
; pow { Vi { nin tl W kh us ! t 
im I 1 of { h rs W 1 j 
t iw 1 b l ne ¢ th li t ty l 9 nel 
{from attending their child: 
Aa é buts tate, f they did, they w 
l MAKE ul t { i Npioy 
\fter such testimony from the head of 
the Colonial-office, was there any one who 
| rue that the planters had pe! 
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j Il ? i 
formed their share ot the contracte—! called upon tne Legisila ure to redress the 
. | how Wi } . 
contract ever existed, which hi vain grievances they had witnessed. Hundreds 
) > ae , ’ hor le * +] ] , 7 
denied f But It Was Sala, th t the eman- of th isands of th people of | ngland, of 
‘ ] +] ic . lanl f | | ) ry hic 
cipation of the apprentices by the first of Scotland, and of Ireland, joined in this 
i a } +} » ‘ y } 
\ugust next would | ,spollation of the call, and what was the answet which the 
- I 
T ] } | TTY 
roperty of the plant | ( in t Governr nt had derened to @wive ¢ Why 
i i I 
y cou { \ AV pro} tint I | iS! : i {his miserable 
rso of the apprentic¢ if there wel ay troduced Lord Glenele in th 
vw parts hic} yuld t! wner- presen ession it was areued, indeed, 
. . M j ‘ } 
ip of neh pert 1d hiv t) i0se Who Pposi immediate treedom 
i I 
under t | WnCIp \ { ! that it was necessary 
i 
It under ¢ In CON tl i trained for a state of 
ino { f I { t i i life | i ver heard 
’ ' ‘ ' } 
1} i i e \ fi i ) l l t 101 ’ irda re aesttl 
yriet hye i ul 1 il it I tl A i I ovel 
i } t | \ 
money i | i i ul WItLhC Litt } LO #LnN 
peak wit i reat ( i i i ul the fan where 
ywneys of th stat { | their ft lom i 
, 
lle y pecte t H ti { if to that wocrever ire 
. ' 1 1 
iheir stat 5 ii ( \ i i i { it ot Suct eded, 
i ' 
forall t O virti 1} t ! auc r thy piag had, 
! j ’ 
thev fille { : i i st en li !, been much 
, . , 4 1 ry . } 
placed with pertect ait Lilé iV ncereasea bie } position that the slave 
1 1 } ‘ ‘ H 4 l ¢rnainy leet >» ; NNHEr 
md Witih ( tril co I ; i i ! i ! { not pp il in thre 
‘ y ¢ | } ry 1 } . ay | , 
must stil] i, that the pi € Spot 1 Dill of s. for it said that any slave who 
' } 
upon them: thev \ T 0 ight purcha his treedom. 
were therciore norary Mm] i yf 1ad money he might be manumittec 
j j r 
rive testimon » thi pHestlo Ele } to-1 ro nd t! without any training. 
hould feel it more honourabie to be a siave the Act itself pointed out that money 
} i } 1 
fora vear than a slave-owner for an u al money Oniy, was necessary to the 
lle would. therefore, put thei testimony, releas of th Slaves; money, and that 
. r al - } ! a | +] | : ; 
ntirelv out of the ques nh ihen, as to | alone, was the ovject Of the Stave-ownel 
. ae | ‘ Lok b* ‘ \ 5 : . | hse e« , 
the Members of the Colonial Legislatures, | No slave-owner would keep his slaves an 
; cata P lie eee a = j ae sisted renouch for tl 
whv. thev aiso were Slave-Owners 5 the hour it he could money enough ior their 


should, therefore, equally put their testi- | release. He spoke with such a conscien 














, } VU 54] — . L, } : Ww | 
mony wholly out of consideration With | thous con on that the House would 
! spect to the managers, overseers, and s00n be ned to the necessity of an 
vent | t| } mter | \\ aL} { Ly < CIILite 1) ol slavery, that he felt if 
i 3 
inele svilable, becauss was impossible | unnecessary t 0 into particulay ae 
\ 1 4 ’ 
for them to feei the ¢ eity « th vsten caliecd upon ti io to put an end to 
4 
1 } } } 4 } ~ 
hey } 1 heen hart : q dad edt fod thi if im \ ind reste . Fe a 
ami t | ! rv S| : } 1, ody brichtest rT wel of 
! 4 ral > ‘ j i i } 
f inhun tv p j | { lay {| rity Crown hoerty it cared 
. . ca ite } 4 | 
hey had | ned cruelt f the sy mn} upol em to t t slaves. fre 10 
é 
in them very cradie. Lhe crics of the slave Dreak their bonds inder; and Wf they 
“wep | | } } } a 3 4 ' ' } , 
vhile enduring th neuisn of the iash, bat must pe bound, to bind them in fetter 
} to 41 a ‘ j hes mnGnit ‘ly j ting than fatto f P 
peen thesone that luiled 1 m tO 8) [jm il 1S ITLIN ILE more tastih than retters OF ION 
. j } } feo } 23 " +4 . . sacl ‘ aa 
ery fetters had been th ratt! that | in the fetters of cratitude and of atteec 
. ' 10 , | 1 ' } . cc! 
imused the childh od. Ht Wa LM pOssi- LION, tle beered leave to move That 
1 1 3 ae M ] J rf = 
bie that men thus reared could be sensible | it is the opinion of this House that Negro 
fa } ; 3 ae : eon en, = Nacetiad ; : 
of the horrors Of siaver' but He mis Lpprentice ih} im 6th British colonies 
onaries, who had gone forth from. thi hould immediately cease and determine. 
1 1 | > 
land of rty with hearts cay f sym Mr Gof é rose to second the 
} } j } a ie ee ‘ I. } By a . 
pathisine wit uman ulfer uid had ; motion of th on. baronet, and, differing, 
visited the huts and gaols tu nies | as he ud they did, so entirely in politics 
where the victims Of the ructies ny red | and in all ther matters, fie honed theii 
ind pined im agony, we Whos agreement on th oceasion would be 
1 ‘ " eh } ' 4 
testimony was worthy ot COO lion: | taken aS an asst mece by the louse. that 


i ‘Say 
rnd thes men now raised ti i VOIee rat | the advoeate oo thy it] were as aANnxIoON 
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House had only to 


most advan- 
egarding them 
commercia! 
rlouoking the deter- 
this country that the 


free consideration, the 
determine what would be 
tazeous to those colonies, 
in their 
condition ; 
mination of 
relations of slavery should cease 
every part of the British empire. It 1 
after c: almly 


and _ ‘rately regardin: 
olonies mn tha VICW that 


Way 


] 2 ‘ 
social, moral, and 


1 
and not Ove 


horrid 


throughout 


those 
to tha: conclusion, that in no could 
that be eftected so well I 
emancipation of th creat mass of then 
population. He believed, 
many cautious and timid men who had 
this conclu 


} 
omptet 


come to 








now us W G 
before been in doubt; but th it they were 
yet prevented from publicly support 

. i 


their Opinions from the notion that they 
were bound by an Act of the Parliament 


i 
to endure and uphold the 


system for two years more. ‘This, then 
rendered it necessary to examin what 


system it was, that the people of this coun- 
try had consented to endure for that tinx 
if it appeared that the system 
undertaken to be ained 
was totally different from that which the 
colonists insisted on enforcing, he 
sidered that they were bound 
a system totally opposed to the wishes, 
feelings, original intentions of the 
people of this country? What, th en, was 
the system of apprenticeship which 
undertaken to be upheld by Oi 
It was a system which was to be 
to the provisions of the Abolition Act ; it 
Was an apprenticeship system, 
the flogging of women; it was an ap- 
prenticeship system under which the la- 
bourer was secured adequate food, 
clothing, lodging, and medical care; it 
was an apprenticesl that was to 
secure a portion of every week to the ap- 
prentice ; it was an apprenticeship that 
admitted of domestic rights and habits, 


- 
because, 


that was maint 


con- 


to inaintain 
and 
Was 


country? 


to be subject 


aN 
without 


to be 


hip system 


and that was for the avowed purpose of 


training the slave for freedom—that was 
the apprenticeship system that was agreed 
for and which was promised, 
as it was m: intained by 

country would have felt 
dure till the expiration of its term. 
was the system that, 
stipulations, had 
first person that he would call to announce 
this to the country should be one of its 
most wretched victims; it should be the 
unfortunate appre Willams 


and as long 

the colonists this 
bound to let it en- 
But what 
these 


in violation of 


been substituted ? The 


ntice, Jame 


ai 


apprenticeship | 


f COMMONS} 
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he whose statements had been all verifiea, 
strict investigation by persons com- 
missioned under the Crown, and he would 
se illustrating the working 
all the horrors de- 
itive had occurred within 
1 with the tion of a 
it the knowledge 
very 


after 


| 
take that asa ca 


of the system, be Cause 
tailed in his narre 


the cornisance an san¢ 
special justice, and witho 
q] 


of the Governor otf the colony 


in that nar- 


thine which had been verifie d 
rative corres ponded with al ] that had been 
now officially recoynised, as having been 


, | 
( 1 t Tine ‘ » 
dl tl} LiiCIe WCTC 


trusted tothe constituted authorities; 





manifested the spirit and conduct of 
the col ul anthoriti Po this moment 
th 1Ous would have bee: wy rant ol 
all th ud horrid proofs of the working 
f the apprenticeship system had they 


aud 


virtuous and benevolent man 


left his home at his own hazard and ex 
pense, for the purpose of examining fo: 

unself the operation of the system, had 
he not disclosed to them the horrid eas 


14ts object as to 





| that they had so ne¢ 
| had nen] la | lI the condi ) 

naa SO Ope niyv violated all the conditions 
lof the 
ithem, that 
i further | 
ithough there 


1 
would have 


ae eS , | 
{ tnis ymcit idden from them 
Bye . : } } } ; 
But if any man Ovjected to the case ol 


him turn to the volume 


Slico, 


Willi 
lished by Lord 
find the 


pub- 
and he would there 
statement, that the planters wer 
to the apprenticeship system til 
found that they could so far pervert 
secure for themselves 


ams icf 


1 
Oppose (i 


’ 
they 


rer than they used to exercise 


rreates pow \ 

over their slaves. Again, let any person 
read tl indid admissions of Lord 
Glenelg as to the borrid abuses which 
existed under the apprenticeship system 


1 of Jast November; and, last 


> 
all, if any person should have a doubt 
of t 


been 


the charges had 
system, let bim 
consider the purpose and effect of the last 
act of the Le or] was it that 
that act said in effect authoritic 

and the proprietors o“m Tt 
was, that they had so far abused the con- 


had ‘b 


ie truth on which 
made arainst this 
slature. What 
to the 


in those colonies 


een placed in them, 
ected to observe and 


fidenee whi : 
r] 
t 
contract that had been made with 
it was impossible to forero 
gislation onthe subject, and that 
was a stipulation by this 


country that the Abolition Act should 
—_ iin in force for six years, yt 't that such 
had been the conduct of the colo nists that 
it was necessary to disturb the original 
arrangement and to le rislate de novo on 
the subiect, But this was the case pre 


97 Negro Apprentices! 
cisely of the friend of t 
also contended that the violat 
ment had occurred onthe part« 
and that it was necessary n 
means to accomplish { 
abolishing slavery in 
empire; and they, fin 

a condition to legislat 
subject, now called 

founded on the ex) 

of the character of t 
conduct of thi planter 

step which eve had 

could qualify mi 

to make them fr 

was, what remedy s! 

under « ircumstance 
contemplated ( Sh Id 
tinued experiment of ay 
should it be freedom \ 
what the Legislature had 

in the breach of contract 
the colonists, and what 
ascertained respecti ( 
dispositions of the ne 

hi woul l ask, n the ppre { 
that recommended its conti 
any person suppose, that it 
respect place d the colonies in 
more favourable for th 
in their circumstances? W 
say, that it was ecalenlated t 
he elings between the different 
which society was divided in 
nies? Did it tend to 
of the negro, or soft | 
the master? Had it, \ 
ask, dons invthi yr as { t 
to the d neers nd 

change ¢ With 1 ( ) 
hip system, from the first 
proposed he had never 

one opinion of it—h 1] 
sidered it to be one of the: 
ill-advised, unstatesmanli 
schemes for the pur] for 
intended that the wit of m 
devised. Apprenticeship w 

- a . ! 
fact, a species of slavery, and 
be tolerated unless checked 
by sound public opinion ; but 
it had all the objectionabi 
slavery without some of t} 
incidents to that system. 
the two prime characteristt 
it, the rizht of one man to t 
another without a correspon 
tion of rendering him pay ort 
what was. still more important 
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Evidence there was 

that it was greatly to the interest of tl 
proprietors to emancipate their slaves, 
He bad en letters from Antigua, fi 
Jamaica, and from other | ( 

ing that the estates had risen it 
since the slav 


What, then, he would ask, was 1 xcus 


for keeping these wretched } pl 
longer in bondage, ex] | to 
cruelties and abu of 1 tl 
was capable. He wou 

the Hous: by roing H lit 
and docum nis W 

his views, but he cd 

it quart P 


evidence which was now betore t 
i| contend tha " 
system Was Of advantage to no party 
, } } ! 
that 1t envendered bad and tter 
' 

between thos vnom it ¥ 

: 1 Z ] ¢ ot + + 
unite DY every Hm tie; 08 \ 3 a \ 
all things dangerous to sufler the 


emancipation t it was to oceur this yea 
inasmuch as the most horrid state of 
ing would be | roduced by the distinct ~ 
that would then be erected, and the suf 
ferings of those who were continued 

bondage would be rendered far mot 
If there was no other reason that 
justified immediate emancipation, it was, 


that in direct violation of the Al 


scvcre, 


oliLion Act 
ronpel classiticati n of} 


there had been no 


I 
those who were ent 


: 1 - . ] l ¢ ] 
year as tne HOn-|] Glal, na th 5 Wi 
were termed preedial, who were t 


emancipated in 1840. Tadeed, t 
] 
i 


tinction at lw most 1 VIS . | oy 
was more calculated to render fi 
distasteful to the negro in future than tl 


brand which was now imposed upon 
the law in postponing the boon of fi 
dom to those who had 
Revarding h,. th n, in every view, i 

not discover one solid reason against t 
object of the present resolution. Al 
could be alleged was the compact with the 
planter that he should retain his wret« 


power till 184 P which, if there was a ly 


person fastidious enough to consider bind- 


ing after its gross violation by the plant 

themselves, he would only ask the Hous 
to reflect whether any other moral coul 
be drawn from its disregard but this- 
that when a great and generous country 


like England, determin d, at an enormous 


1 


sacrifice, to accomplish a generous 1d 


henevolent object, it did not suffer ttsell 


—— : 
itled to freedom this 


it I unit 
\ t| \ } | { 
i + { } 
onfid t, bare 
sf J t ? 7 
i i ‘ . L 


‘ 
' } 
t \ 
yy felt f 
J 
f vi 
( \ I ( i ) Stuy 
my | 
:; 
| 
t ft wnd_ that 
uld not be m | y to el ICI 
hit f a ee 4] ] 
imi he ¢ id do s with a du 
4 <—— } 2 ’ 1 
ra O iety and justice When the 
\bolition Bill was introduced, Mr. now 
Stan had stated, that necro labour 
iS to form } irt of the compensation to 
thin einitowe anak ld 
i tot pla » an could { 
ow a resolutio nn tered into 
Parliat ft y could 
TT ] j ] 4 
i houe $ 1c many 
Lis th | i H J of the 
\ ia | remedied | t = 
T } j 
} $ Rs iG W h 
i \ il I mediate tf i 
= 1 out 
| au ues |] O} t t hill 
| e merit of work | iently of 
ea 
local slatures ; L | thoucht 
tun rtnis 2g lL g nt. the mn- 
4 ¢t } j 
\ Mne lig D \ i mp ved l 
ring t neg n ¢ fort until t 
] } 
t shackle ould tall from tl lim| ol 
] | 
1 ind he should enjoy that perfect 
t y , + ! 
| to which every ’ tled. 
: 
HT. Verney said, ( h 
les those stated by t on. 
l ber who had just sat ¢ l Whit he 
, es 
| support the course tak vy her Ma- 
i 
s Government unon this question. H 
A 
ht that this country had been ecuilty 
i il acrime a | va en com 
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of apprenti es] had allowed the | 
' 
Import n of its West-India | 
colonies; and that, without effacing the | 
crime by the immediate emancipation of | 
the negroes, this country would thereby | 
ae | 1 | 
ower its pt and be enabled to take | 
al lt SS i } i Sit i th the cok tial i Is Hl 
| tu Be | Wouid | | 3 al to co nel | 
| 
to | ires to pass the nec ry | 
| J 

law Wil perfect freedom of 

Cs ' 
t! e } | | Laln d th ct as 
| a ey ae 
originally pass Phe « of tt zs 
") 1 } rm 

*ISi u om I tlie l 
will of t! } , to promot ue per- 
1 ! ' 4 

manent im ( Ol the Siave. ii) pres nt 

| | 

proposition was well calc lated to throw 
dium on the Government, and to alienate 
1 1] . , | j 
the 9OOd-WIl!l Of pa ties in the colonies | 
: ie 
fro the Ministers who had ably vd 
ilously co- perale d with the country in 

. ; } , } ] } 
trikine the sl kles from the slave: such 
an effect the motion was intended to have ; 

; ; aa 
such an effect it might have, because he 
believed, that her Mayjesty’s Ministers 
3 : : 

would enter upon no such consideration, 
and that no thought of that kind would 


make them shrink from what they thought 
to be their duty; and that they would not 
give way to any immediate or 
‘but would look tothe good of the 
‘nerally, \ which 
vas thought, als 


ps rsonal 
interest, 
country gy 
port. It 


all oucht to 
), that a possible 


SUp- 


majority on this motion might have the 
effect of displacing from office that Go- 

’ ’ 1 c 
vernment to whom belonged the honour of 


the great curse of tl 
This honour, 
| 


ve for 


lis country 
howe y 
and the 
had deemed it 
luments to be derived 
effect which the 


destroying 
Very. 


not 


neoro§ si cr, 
would votten, 

: 

Minist 


SOK 


0 


WaS 


] =11 
ers, HEC Sure, 


erreater than any em 
was thi 


from office. This 


motion was inte nade d to h ive. [Oh, oh 
and No, no!| We heard cries from some 
Friends near him disclaiming such inten- 


tion; but didthey suppose, that it was on 


the consistency of enemies of negro slavery 
that he meant to cast censure? far from 
it; but if he castany censure 1t was upon 


en the 
| their lives been opposed 
took advantage 
o obtain a li ttle po- 


having bi 
those who have al 
to emancipation, 


the present proposal t 


those who, 


now 


pularity in the country, and to strike a 
blow and inflict an injury on her Majesty’ 

Government. It was true, that the course 
which he s taking deman de da saerifice 


any indivi 
but 


on his ad in differing from n 
duals for whom he felt ereat respect, 


supporters of 


of 


‘COMMON 
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ning of the term | he did so because he was satisfied, that 


without any regard 
adv. antage of the country, 
Clu porary popu- 


motion was made 


the 
! fety or 


for the si 
and only to obtain some 


larity at the expense of Ministers. In 
conclusion, he would say, that if he did 
not beli ve. that the vote which he 
proposed to give would benefit the cause 


’ ! j 

of the slaves, he could assure the House, 
that no party feeling or bias could induce 
bim to vote mn opposition to the motion 
of t} hon. Baronet 

\lr C ‘ Ol 0) wick Le lie 

Nir. sme P2eN md, that this 
cemed to him to be one of those occasions 
on Wh ch the Gover iment might sacrifice 
eas Petree Rees ag onto Meer i down, i 
Cie principic Vulchn they had bate gown, In 
order to obey the voice of the country, 

Sane a . 4) ag a A 
and the voice ol the majority of this 
' t = 2 
House Ife thought, that the arguments 
or the Op] nents of the measure resolved 
themselves into two considerations, one 

Seek <e 
of which grounded itself on the allezed 


1833 between this House and 
by which a com- 
yy this country to the 


t of 
the West-India planters, 
pensation was civen | 
planters, which it was seen nded consisted 
of a sum of money, as well as of th 
of the slaves for a certain term, to which 
the right of the planters could not be con- 
ae The argument seemed to 


contrac 


»services 


other 


be, that no adequate case had been made 
out against the present working of the 


He could 
a country like this 
it tenacity of the re- 
Parliament, and that 
not be 
the preservation of 
but | 


apprenticeship in the colonies. 
und rstand, that In 
there might be < 
le by 


tlousy could 


ore 
ulations mac 
reat je 


to secu 


exerc ised 
f the 
to 


too g 


in order re 


national faith ; Was at a loss 


iC 


understand how a deliberate act of the 
Legislature could be construed into a 
contract, because he conceived, that In 


order that it should constl- 


tuted contract there must 


bea leo 
be 


lly 


two parties 


to it. Here, however, such a_ state of 
things did not exist, for there was the 
Parliament alone which acted as arbitrator 


between the contending claims of the 
and of the West-India planter. 

th regard to the question of compensa- 
tion, if it should be contended that in the 
event of the abolition of ee apprentic eship 
m, that which had already been given 
insufficient; he, for one, w ready 
to into the whole question, but he 
would never accede to the proposition that 
any part of the libe rty of the negro should 
be taken as a part of the compensation 


The appre ntices| system was 


negro 


syst 


was as 


oO 


riven 


Wp 
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created solely, in his opinion, for the | and 


benefit of the negroes, and in t \et | hand, th 5 ld sae a 
which had been Pp assed, that was the r nit \ < prov S tu 
recited for its adoption: it could not be | for t prot n of { 
said, then, that it was a part ol thi com- | | e immedia ly am ( )- 
pensation, for the real object was to atlord | quy 1 they | | | pea 
proper means to the slaves to pas nafs 2 i 
state of slavery to one of freedom in such | a is, and inst vor 
a manner as that they might be calculate Lf} ow 5, havin l to « istic 
to enjoy the impr ved means of existet lust had ] ed 
afforded them. During the last discussion | gard to the punishm f the s} 
on this question, the hon. Baronet, the} found, that the sla f 
Under-Secretary for the Colonial Depart- | r impro ict ted 
ment had said, that the H hould not hment \ ) | 
listen to the statement made by persons | t ter, on t an 
whose imaginations were heated | ( ty to { | s | 
scenes which th y pro: ssed t have t to | t ¥ In 
nessed, but that hon. Members should S t 
refer only to the official document , and | th iave Was Cc dy t OL ira 
on them should rest the op ¥ : 
they formed. He had adopted t ion of the 
gestion of the hon. Baror id he was|t¢ 
: bound to declare his belict it far as | a 
Jamaica was concerned-—and ther is| Into tl vstem of 
reason to believe that the systeza was pro- | wot ture to say, that | ild find 
ductive of equally bad « sequences 1; In t | ! 
other colonies—no disinterested ma i d with P 
look at the facts which were proved without | \ | sufficient t ise allt u 
coming to the conclusion that the Colonial wnitv 3 ¥ t¢ 
Legislature, the stipendiary magistrates, ; every hon. Member in this Hous 
and even the minor funectionari 1d | | \ yh 
been leagued in one common attempt to, Iie did not proj t nto minut 
annul and render useless the provi 1s Of Is, but found eases ' men, 
the Emancipation Act. As regarded th nd even women, we t to work. and 
ondition of the apprentices, it apy to 
: to him that it was worse even than that « he p by 
l the slaves. Fi rmerly, it was the interest! their wiists | ved ; | 
; of their owners to see, that they w pro- | their arms till they f ' 
) pe rly fed and taken care of, but n van insta s until thes 1. tle had 


extent of labour was exacted from them! derived these fa from t s referred 
\ greater than their bodily strength would | to by the 1. Baronet, and even these 
\ enable them long to sustai 

allowance of food was decreas 


s had, in many other respects, been placed | commendat f G t 1 
yf in a position infinitely worse than that in! ¢ d no atte - | t 

a which they were as slaves. The sa Imitted on all hands that 

dt observation applied to t women | n sm vantag s f th 
ie children, who were tasked beyond their | apprentice, S t afforded 
re powers, because their inhuman masters no/ an extra holiday wi VS, yet t 

= longer had any interest in keeping them | planters | ted ret eicht 
\e in health, and because, therefore, th r syst In Opposition t 

ip only object was to procure as much we Legislatu well { 
n from them as was possible. Nor was this | t ppren! i He would ask H 

ly system confined to the planters alone.| then, was this the state of ; 
1c The special justices had made th | pure Ib f this 
at the tools of the planters; and so long as ry /—and thi 
ld they continued to obey their wishes and | House who would consent L party 
n fiews with reference to the unfortunate | to the continuance of su system for 
hegroes they were welcomed with kindness | one hour longer? He was quite sure that 
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the immediate abolition of slavery in all 
its forms would do no harm, and he was | 
quite sure that until that step was taken, 
there would be no happiness aud no peace 
for the unfortunate apprentice. ‘Thi : 


cessity of preparatory enactments had 
been talked of, but he was quite confidcut 
é' 

that 


pressing 


the n cessity for 
but that it 


might be d 


with, although he must admit, that some | 
such preparation would be advisable; | 
still, however, such a reason ought not to) 
weizh with the House when a measure 
of such vast welts was under coisl 


deration, but they should suffer all thos 


minor details to be more 


+ 


when the time should arrive at which the y 
were required. It was on these grounds 
that he was determined to give his support 
to the motion of the hon. Baronet Oppo- 
site; and, on these grounds, he called o: 
any hon. Gentleman who migh tertain 


a doubt on the sul 


the benefit of 


ft 
| 
yect to give the motion 


that di ubt and lo vot ip 


its favour. 





Mr. IV. Roche supported the motion 
and would refer the House to the state of 
Antigua to show that so far from any 
danger being likely to result from imme- 
diate aadunicarne the effect would be 
quite the contrary. le was sure the 
Government was actuated by the best 
motives with respect to the negro appren- | 
tices, but it was exceedinely difficult for 


: 
the most vigilant Government to see that 


the e1 ngag ements entered into 


proprietors from whom th ¥ 


( 
3,000 miles, were executed. He cer- 


tainly should vote with the hon. Baronet 
if = motion were pressed to a division. 
Hume said, that, aithough the de- 


ae te hitherto proceeded in a very 
languid manner, yet the subject was one 


oe ars : ; 
of the very first importance connected 
with the interests of this country. It 
might be considered it the deliberate 


the 
1) } | ' 
Parliament having been taken 


already in 


opinion of 
on the subject 


the 


the present Session, the question was of 
so little importance as to induce many 
hon. Gentlemen to — stay away from 
the Hous this evening; but the 


question having been brought forward, 
he thought that as he 
to support the motion of the Baronet, 
he was bound to state his reasons for sup- 
porting the view taken of the subject by 
Ministers. He could not but express his 
satisfaction that in all the discussions 


was 
] , 
NOt). 
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| | 
| Which had 
| 


| continued. Kivery man 


] j 
them Was not so} 


l pen ( d 1 


fully considered | 


course of 


unable | 
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place on this subject ho 
found bold 
stand forward to say that the 


suld be 


reprobated 


| 

lan 
person had been who was 

' 
cnough to 
j a 
which SLi 


had 


} 
Slavery SVS stem was one 


i that system and | was convinced that 
the situation of the [louse since 1833 in 
reference to the question, was such as to 
induce every hon. Member to wish that 


, 171 
some means should be taken to secure a 


final adjustment of the question on 


did not 


most advantageous footing. Ile 

forget that he was a party | to the Act ot 
| ids Dit he must « press | is CONVICLION 
that the Government had done all that 


was In its powel to carry out the measures 


Was, 


had 


of that enactment. The questi i 


+ t ) | 
whether the intentions of Parliament 


been frustrated, and if so, what should be 
done. He had heard with deep revret, 
of many instances ol indi ual cruclty; 
but he was not ableto fi pe there had 
been an indiscriminate violation of thre 
Lmancipation Act. Ou the contrary, 
those in nees to which he had alluded 
seemed to have been received with ceneral 
reprobation. ‘The result of his observa- 
tions was, that the cases of violation of the 
Act did not form anything like the ma- 
jority Of Cases lf, then, this was the 


case, was it just that they should overturn 
the compact made for the benefit of the 
negro If they broke the azreement that 
was made with the colonies, would the 
resuit no prove letrimental to the negro 


! 
population ? had made a solemn 


They 

| | HiALIOT) . Lucy 
4] | ticeshit 
promise, that tue nliceship 


tinued 


state Ol appre 
iin time 
that 


country. 


ior a cert 
1 them 
1 by this 


assented to the 


should be CO 
they ai * deer 
this should be observe 


; at 


] l. . 
ana elves 


The co] mie s ha once 
} tw 

ireement, and they had repeatedly been 

assured by the they 


would not interfere further than by endea- 


Government that 


vouring to promote every measure con- 
nected with the future welfare of the 
negroes. He was of Opinion, that was 
the duty of the Legislature not to lend 


themselves to a proposition of this kind, 
which involved a sudden change without 
making for the con- 

nied that must ensue. He did not 
intend, by these observations, to cast any 
reflections on those who demanded imme- 
diate emancipation; on the 
was propane to bestow every praise, on 
the Qu ikers in mee ular, for their exer- 
tions in the f humanity, but he 
thought that the Legislature should be 


ade quate provisions 


contrary, he 


cause O 
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low in lendtue themscly to t poitit { circul { 
of those who were exeited by their feelu ; ( }) I 

and who bel ved tl reports which t yj | nd, \ i i Hany t 
had received from the colon whi yf Gor : pprov 

b n vreatly exa | ° ia 
1 to the Isteh | i s j | , 

not hut hh S | >t) t i f l ! i { a 
of the g@ros tL abuse Ni bl ne ! 1 é i by 

this country, where re were | ft t t ill 
protect all Classes, \ } ( t | at $ n 
Opinion was { rly expr dl embei Wolverhan 

fOre He was not at il ul i \ t { Ih W ey Ol thi result 
Outrageous pro ecall » 4 i : i live, H tt I thin 
curring in tie colonies 5 | very desi I CX l i 1 in can 
had been mantiested by the Gov I , Ubi I CO! i : i th) 
and the colonial ithorit 5 tO pu t I est I 
to th Se 4 | i V | il l 
rate, It Was Ul | y i ( ( ! t } 
to take « to pi \ i ( i i V 
CXistinge ih the O1Olli ! I \ i 4 ~ — 
bow b< 1Ol i it \ i V t 
' : 

De put dOowlh. I i I | } 
read a number of ract Os \ 
Of ti Anti A a I \ t wel \ lo 
of showing that w 5 { , i me 
Government had al VS, Re } \ - OV 
being mad : Wi BR t { \ that Is 
them dows Vhe infer hi rew fro in h | 

all that he had read on 1 | was, c 
that th fF S | u 
cautious In taking any na Ste] 1a ic Of i ( 
were involy d inh | pres nt ni i l i , Mm I { i of 
the Act that had been )) oN : y ol \ ey 

i und Sutil rit y pr ( th hi I Li¢ ga I i 

them at on nk | to m 
stringvent ba Will i « | ' 
forced. 1] { i | , : 
Faihnead all t it iad i il \ i 
tl | int i S} 7. i ! , I : ee 
tows. | b V i 2 i j i I i 
the circumsta that they had t | it 
ible ‘to induc class of | OSs j ( ‘ r ol 
they expected would be w { 1 a 
to undertake tl Lil : | \ Bet rv | 
was a failure, rather fie 
adequate means that could b iplo f ‘Tru 
than fre m intent TH W I ] i i 

to fulfil these « rement 1 had ' 


country, been entered it ] hi van secret 
he never could agree that t , dt nS; I i ! i 


broken In the way now proposed. Wou il ii l ( 


| y 1 
it be tor the advantage of the n 26O po} 1 | 1 rw i 
lation in the West Indies that th pre { { i 
arrangement should b t aside? What t 1 Yy hav Lu 


would be the result of, even in this count 
at once breakine the ti petw 1D 
and servant? Would i 


{ not be tO Cau 
vis 


| 
gteatdea Of distress to 


battle Under } | ors and O 
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ibyeets, hav enforced the claim I { conduct of the Legislative Assembly. ‘The 
enter n¢ into the abstract inquiry, | Assembly, where it exists, is the legitimate 
whether there was a contract with thi rean, not of a minority, not of a majority, 
planter, or wh ther we only pas la law J but of the whole community which elects 
with conditions attached to it. Heaven ] its members as agents and trustees. Well, 


sul 4 
| ee ] ¢ +] ae me TE TRE ee 
forbid, that England should resort t then, is it not of the Legislative Assem- 
casuistry whenever? there is a question of | blies freely chosen by the white population 


her faith! I allow at once that the honowm -the voice of all the planters—that your 








of Parliament was pledged to the planter; vernors the most bitterly complain ¢ 
[Hear !| avy, but are there no other parties | For the Assembly of Jamaica, containing 
in the bond ?—our honour is pledged to} the largest slave-population of all, you 
the planter, but it is pledged with no less | have not a word of defence. You have 
olemnity to t negro-population, and t the evidence of your own governor that 
the Britis! people, whos cold we abt 1e¢ tia assem ly violated th law or the 
upon the most explicit promis upon the | compact in almost every particular—in 
most defnite understandin Cho pro the hours of labour, in the allowance of 
mises and tl understanding were, first, |} food, in the flogging of females. You 
the | nolish Aet ot Variiament, which an- have Lord Sligo’s evidence not only 
nounced t ivery should « ind, | that the members of that Assembly vio- 
secondly, the speeches of the Government | late the law or the compact, but that 
ee, + A e) ee a eee = Be ee at thes 
In CX] ( hat ( ly oF 7 wit ti) Vidsation 1 POTN te Out, they 
the n Lord, the Member for North}do not pay th smallest attention to his 
Lancashire, in which he deci |, that] remonstrances. Mr. Jeremie, in the ap- 
alter the } ol t Act, \ iV | lix to th rep rt of tl lect com- 
should enjoy every right and every pri- [ mitts on negro apprenticeship, after com- 








ee ‘ | wy ae ‘ A F : é j = wa A 

tion only, that he should, fora rtain time, | Act, states (p. 5 of the appendix ) that 
. , 4 > + . } 

remain unaer contract to iabour industri- | °° beariy every one of the enactments of the 

] ] p ] 4 ¢ ’ ci ‘ - . 

OUSIY In Ube rvice of hisempioyer. VOW Jamaica f\¢ 3 dire (Ly OPpoO ed to the spirit 
! i z 1 “tas : 7 P ] >. “1 ts = 

this is the q ion from whieh the opy and letter of the British Act, and therefore 

{ } 

ei ‘7 1 . aa ae 9 

nents totl ent m i { tti al rally null and void @b znztio. 
¢>5)] } rvit } } | eye YW} ; NI» Tor ? LN] b, xe +], . . 

talk OF preserving’ a con ik nz} ho is vir. Jeremie é Why, the prime, 

I i = | : 
} 1 4 ‘ i ae shana } } - . \ ¢ | ster 
faith solely with on | Ly = ne pl Ci | favourite, selected, panes yris d authority 
i i 
7 f , ‘ : , 1 i 
au l tO {o1 { other } -}/of the Government. Viv. Beldam, alter 
i } 
} } al | : 
tl Oo Wh they haa lal | uVSID th Jamaica acts, states, 


} ! 4} : e8 P42 t , . e + — 
with Vv H ha read into eq that the passing ol the act No. 3, and 


1 I ee 

( | i | u juent conduct of th Jamaica 

1 ! | iF 1 } L \s nbiy on the question ol 
{ H } n » } 

it ie f revival the act N J, which, 


Bat See \ 1 e colo- | home Government and the colonial Gover- 
ae . : } ee ‘ . ee . na dl te enirTe } ‘ | 
es, Says s, DY the majority 3 ne Lys, ; Dor, had been suficred to expire, removec¢ 
3 “4 y } 1 , } 

that “in the great majority of instances | all further motives for delicacy in treatine 


1 ] ] ‘! , } +] ‘ ‘ ' rn , : ice 
tLoeren 1s t nonuthenart { thie West-In l with tl reiractory Coiony, as it plainly 





proprietors a fide adherence to the | demonstrates the want of good faith, so 
: 4 + ] + 4} ’ ? 1 11 oF f : 1 
irit as well as to the letter of the Eman- | long and so loudly complained of by the 

eipation Act.” But 1 contend that the | friends of the enfranchised negroes. It 


} t ] l54 ] t n ‘ : ] ' : 
et or the compact has violated, not | now remains to be decided by a compe- 





| 
by a minority— t even by asm ull m y- | tent tribun il whether laws of the charac- 
jority, but by the wholebody of the planters | ter already exhibited in the preceding 
in evi lon | a blies | analysis are to be accepted as an ade- 
exist. For | can nation deal with nation, | quate and satisfactory fultilment of the 
ora mother coi y, pt} conditions upon which twenty millions 
throug) ie m of t I lative | sterling have been paid by the mother 
assembli a laces where ! la- | country?” And is Jamaica a single in- 
tiv ) \\ ) - jst ? No! Pass on to page 83 in 
peng lou itution Canadga you the sam report—we come to Barba- 
said, ju tly, that it w not » much on | does. “The Barbadoes abolition acts, 


the revolt, because of the | even in their amended form, exhibit most 
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of the glaring defects already notice in} proof of the universal violation of — the 


the Jamaica abolition acts,” these defects | e mpact than your own bill, whi 1s 
being nothing more nor less than viola-|to | universally pplied. What 

tions of the English law, in other words | your bill propose ’—merely to enforce th 
of the mutual compact. But are Barba- | former act, w hon i its provisions had 
does and Jamaica solitary instances? Not | | 1 invaded; 1 what that act 
so. For the same authority (your own the parchr t of the very contract 


authority, mind) eoes Gn to sta tras pon which vou insist? then throw 
the Jaws of nineteen colonies, in many} back upon you your wn rtion 
respects equally objectionable with thos f breach f faith. I C1 that 
already commented upon, must under; with the ] ter we have kept faith 
the same inquiry.” So, then, not by indi- | that there was 1 dulteration. no parin 
viduals, not by minorities, but by the ce und filehine of cold he received : 


stituted delegates of their whol perfect it w inf lv t. You hav 
the planters have been guilty of system faith with the planter: but | tell vou 
atic, general, deliberate, formal violation |; with \ nit is you ask us to break faith 


of your boasted compact. iKven in 1 ——W tin inds and tei {f thousan 
first flush of their pecuniary triumph, with | whom y mocked with t of free 
the British gold yet heavy 
with the ink scarcely dry on the Imperial | ment, w! shave been trampled undet 


Act, we behold these men makine their} f it people of England, wh 
own assemblies the systematic defeaters | paid their n , hot toabolish the nam 


of the law and the fraudulent violators of | slavery, { slavery. You ask 


its conditions. Well, but are the levis-} us to break faith wit tice, with hu- 
lative assemblies the only = crimi Wi th I!eaven itself, in order that 
Where next should we look to if the] y CeO} th | ! But 
planters have broken faith as a body ?j the hon. Member for Ni s, In that 
Not to individuals; no; but to their} speech the a y of which above all 
subordinate authorities, their officials— | praise—but t roument 1 which are 
these are the next repre ntatis f their} happily not bey { all reply, claims ex- 
opinions and conduct. What es you ption for British ¢ na! Barbadoes, 
favourite Mr. Baynes say (Part 1V., p.| J { \ Ou cannot « 
3] 1) of thie | cal macistt if ? Vhs i S \ i - 
that <e tive illeg | ( nmitment ot I | - i vir i . 1 L that 
tices to the h oft cort tlon l t. VW lt ! 
local magistrates is a pract prey s J ica? VW t v poss 
throucl yut the island of Jamaica, tl ls the la si Ss 7 - lation ‘of 1] 
) i { ( \ , ia po} i ) OF all, 
a manifest violation of the first prin I Ja i has f times t slave-popul 
of the abolition law.” What can we sav} ti f Gu 1: Bar s has nearly the 
of a coroner’s jury who, in the celebrated | s pula is ( What, the 
instance of the woman tortured to death} if we were to mect the Mem! for Newark 
at the treadmill, returned a verdict— | at o1 by making him a_ present of 
“* Died by the visitation of God 2?” What} Gi WI to sav. ‘| Sis 
can we say of constables, generally selected but one colony; is subordinate to Ja 


for their qualifications as slave-drivers ? | maica, the c vy which it is impossible t 
What of grand juries, charged by Sir] excu Its] ulati sinks into absolut 
Lionel Smith himself with « | 


their oaths? The fact is clear, from the | Bar 5 | ‘ia us. Graut 
highest to the lowest, the officials are | t CGulan 3 Imm late—grant that 
not dispensers of law, but the legalised \ ct tri 1 still t inno- 
tools and instruments for consummatine | f one colony is never to be held 
Oppression on the negro, and completin | 1 exemption for the guilt 

the fraud upon British credulity But, | most, all you can s to 
well said the seconder of the m t10n ln E special case tt Gui na; and [eall 
that acute and luminous speech which 1 the House to observe, that all the hon. 
if it fell cold on the House, would} M ber can say on that subject may be 


not fall cold on the country — well j at to vindicate « col > but till 
said the Member for Wolverhampton, | iS pro\ maica rb 
| ¢ _ 7 ] ¢ , a a lh ¢ MI a ; . ¢ | : 
that we could not want a strongei jand the Mauritius innocent, he cannot 








ie we Ve Giou Apprentice S/id) 


prove ally thing ag 


pr sent 





, 
a 
fi + 


nocen 
e l,¢ } , 
on a former night complained of ex part 
} ee Pee j 1] ! | 
and unprovegd stat ents, Wid he mndauive 
lyir / a I t j 
In none hitnseil biay Hot l ( ul | 
: ' } ri t | 1 and . 
facts Lave not mos Or his Geduct! ns | 
' »y | 
been dented in public meetings, and | 
1 } 2 4 } 
In the iace OF Gay dented by eye witnesses | 
’ } | ao j 
of the state of Guiana ienied by relfer- | 
. | 
‘ ] 1, | ‘ et | 
ences to Parhamehtal a ument = | 
| 
' 1 , 
| il t | hal idl | 
L a 
Sinied. |- LV al | may iit | 
‘ ! 
hol M { to s { i of 
, ‘ 
Lhe iri as of tI evil E sav ti t 
} 1 
coraing to ail laws Ol oo a 
1] 4 } . ‘ : ¢ } 
ol HKeLY | } ii Wilh? ti { 
} ! 
ne sti tes L | 1 \ i \ l ( 
faithful accoun i { | I i i} 
. } 
hav a cairect 1 ad { ) 
i | 
J ‘ | 
yu omit it i ra , " } t 
negro ch ! ( bod 1 
. } 
i 9] { Laat ( l Will 
‘4 ’ 
Slavery enis | ii0u butis G na 
: be. es ‘ as } 
mMnocel ti 1 Vv Lt) | 
law las it 1 | l { Cl | 
| 
Listen a it \ ul y 
In the i J i i | 
{ { 
tices Ip. ) i tj 
assert that int Vv i mpo t points | 
} ) f ! | 
the British Gi t the « - | 
H im. r \ 
pact, that is the Inj t, for the Act | 
1 Z | | 
! 
an | the co pa V¢ ahiOV i 
Lii¢ H Cs et | i | I ul | 
= | 
limited extra | iT i punishinent for | 
Prli~vous ¢ }) Ss i tO the | 
i 
a. 
Imyperia ict, and u il i Piain | 
mucl ot 1 pa t content of ti 
col ‘ O 0 ) ti nd i | 
** These Classe { ! 1 adirectinirit en nt | 
{ ae } } 
( th l t of i Im 1, and 


hon. Mem that punishments in Guiana 

have tl d Cl i | But in the 

returns before the House, the third table, 

from the Ist of Jun oy 6, to the 31 t of | 
May, ] Dod ri rives a tot il of pul hment 3 of 
= ai . } 1 ; 

4,090, Which averages one in every ning 

apprentices throughout the col ny 5 and 


if you will compare t 
from Jamaica for that 
you will find it (compared to the relative 
populations) equal in the average to the 
number of punishments in Jamaica; viz. 
to the most barbarous of all the colonies. 
But 
Yes! and why? I call in Sit 
Carmichael Smyth, who is your authority 


1 } 
punishment has decreased since. 


| . . 
James 
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for inululataine the apprenticeship iS uy 


witness for its aboition—because (accord 
. | sie 
ngto Siro James Smyths ubtlorm testi 
4 1 
mon not of th bCuIeCHCY ( | balitel 
Dut because OF U! exempla conduct of 
- , 1 
he n roes, ii tells you, that whatevel 
! 
Compiathts ave veen mad iralh 
} : ! j 
boOUrer, It has appeared on i Stivattol 
that the fault Irom U Irava Ol 
illezal exactions of t planters 1] 
} a ' 
isserls, that im Ho part ¢ i ft H 
] 
labourin | iation more | ic, ui 
, 
maustrious, than in Cruiana,. ln iiis >} ¢ i 
1 1] 
yf J luary, | 2 Part Itt. }) i )), 
‘ S Ss i Wal CGrentieman Can 
point out y pal OF tit Viayesty s do- 
F } 
mimo \ i er crimes are commiltca 
: , 
vi l 4 Li) LbILY Is Cl Ve Ol 
i i La rili DD | i 10) Is Ol It 
] 8 re 'f ! 
qus u \) \ i iC i Uist ) ¥e, 
' 
that mm ¢t very year | very month 
I | ! 
) WI I Di nunees this eulo- 
i 
| i 4 DD i ret ns ol 
i i 
punis t in At ¥ VY month of 
») ] 
J nue 9 j 1 Oull t “< vl it 
Oud an ay or { | y+ rth 
| | 
\ \ Fs | wiy a IXthh Parl Ol 
1 | | 
t \ } 4 i t popuiation thus 
ind ri0 t S | thu il irom 
ern ind. y pu 1 un thi 
Orde of 1 ial mag ite. “SR, 
} 1] ] 
io nih Ol Li W VY WuICh 
, 
S ty re hes | 1) i ubda 
| | 
i H i thi li bun i | sument 
‘ pa In? ( Inbintimum  § ¢ Cilme. 
« 1 ' 
VV a S11 Ss smyths temen 
prove ¢ Why, that this admirable p 
| ' 
pulation is fil ry rty, and every word 
7 | ‘3 
n favour of that | UlaLLON Is i testi- 
inony in i ir ol the motion before thie 
1] 1 : 
riouse. ve ren } roth Ciiect pro- 
] } \ ‘ | 
duced by the Member I \ irk, when 
’ } 
he told us of the slaves on an estat 
We ee Pa | 7 
clubbing together l d senal to the 
Lae thr ’ | 
WHilLE brethren in thes reaih \ Were 
in distress, the contrinution of thelr Savings 





And when | heard that touching instance 
of humanity and beneticence in those poor 
negroes, | did compare them with us; | 

I he the I those men h | not proved 


nselves by that very act fit for emane!- 


41 ] 
pation, and 1 blushed to think that the 
} \j . } > 4 
genius of one of our ablest Members was at 


‘their very virtues as an 
it for their continued degradation. 
And you assert that the slaves are not fit 


immodi {" ! V,] ‘ \ 
for immediate treedom! \\ ill two veal 


met Citih 


f additional misery render them more fit ¢ 


What a school for liberty you found and 


ae 
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defend !—treadmills on which females are | Wou 
Se pea 
tortured for twenty hours at a stretct nol 
. as : \ \ . 
dropping from that wholesale 1 EB 
ing, mangled —exhausted—dying; h pi- | | 
tals for the sick characteriscd by u 


inventions as Spanish cruelty ma 
hatched in the Tuquisiti yn, for the pi 
of the guilty ;—dungeons more d 
and foetid than feudal tyranny ever buil 
In ages when lib ry was alorbl len word 

the pitiless planter—the brut 
seer—the iniquitous judge—the ] 
jury—the blaspheming coroner—the 
driving constable; —oh, wl 
and appliances, what tutors, andwh 
books for the edueation of desti a ft 
men! Not fit for liberty, when in Gu 
aha your fOVernol teils you 
is nO more improving and tudust l 
lation—not in the colonies alone no, } 
in all her Majesty’s dominions. Not fit fo 
freedom, when in Jamaica your ¢ pe- 
cial magistrat 
the law, and in reltziou 
negroes are superior to tne han : 
Not fit for freedom!—Let the new fi - 
men of Antizua answer the calumn 


charge ! Cher you hay il 

comparison and contrast between pre 
ticeship and emancipation say wh 

you will of apprenticeship, you must 
confess, at it ist, th if th -experin E S ( 


failed of entire suecess—say wha 1 
of it, you confess the hardship, 


the injustice, the fraud which it has failed | « 
tocure. But will one of you dare to tell 


us that immediate emancipation has failed 
in effect—that there is one stain of 

blood upon the Act of Antigua, 
made men free? Is not Anti ed 
instance ?—you slur it over—you sit; Ba 
by, What is Antizcua? a « lony posses- 
sing but a handful of whites— | 
population of negroes. Property an 

were at the merey of the entrane ad i 
slaves. Look tothe result. Not an estat 
abandoned ;: not an outrare committed: | 
not a hair on the white man’s head that Wane 
was not sacred! Danger from the fre lity 
Why, in Antigua, who are th 
police themselves ?—who are tl con 
stables ?—Negroes; and if there | 

danger in Antigua, where the whites are | tl 

so few, and the ne | 
can there be danger in Jamaica, where th 

white population could at any moment 
master any insurrection of the blacks? | And 
But would you insist still on some mystic | h 


differences between Antigua and Jamaica ? | doubl 


Ye) ! 
Ne gro. 


roes so numerous, how i} 


y 


" 

ttl 
YD 
Vi 
4 
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blood. 


already received as the price ol 


It is not to them—it is to us you owe 
an account; we have paid the ransom 
it is for you to obtain the redemption, 


Farther compensation !—yes, indeed, by 
your act, your compact, farther compensa- 
tion zs due. 


planter—/e has been paid in 
t 


{ il] e 
cuts « 


tain for wasted millions, for violated faith! 
Can the Under-Secret uy for the Colonies, 
can the Member for Newark, rise and tell 
us that we have attained the object for 
which counted out our gold? Can 
vou tell us fairly and ; 

apprenticeship has been that mild and 
hopeful interval between slavery and free- 
dom which you contemplated when the 


we ( 
| that LUIS 


roldly 
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Compensation, not to the| 
but 
compensation to the people of Great Bri- 


Act was proposed? Can you tell us, that | 


if we had possessed the gift of prophecy, 
and with thes: 
Parliamentary documents were to be 
filled—can you tell us, that one man in 
this House wi red to insult the 
English people wit 
purchasing such a sy 


Will the 


foreseen what reeords 


nid 
moi 


the proposition of 
/ 


stem at such a cost 


noble Lord, the Member fo 


Lancashire, say, on the pledge of his 
reputation and his honour, that when 
he made this bargain for the English 
people, he anticipated this species of 
fidelity from the planter? In these de- 
spatches, these reports, these tables of 


hideous affliction, these summaries of the 
monthly average of human groans, can he 
find the rigid fulfilment of that promise 


| years are n thine in 


. . ! 
which he made to the millions who hung | 


upon his word, “that the slave should 


retain no taint of his former servile condi- 


tion,’ and. called the name of 
Wilberforce to attest 
sanctify the deed! Yes, to us compensa- 
tion is indeed due; but if tous, how much 
more to the negro!—No, not to ham—the 
very magnitude of his wrongs denies 
the possibility of compensation? No gold 
can buy back to him the agonised years 
already wasted since that act 
was past; no gold can buy back human 
life itself! Will twenty times twenty 
millions compensate to the son for the 


upon 


mother who has died beneath the torture, | 


and whose very death the officers of 
planter-justice have imputed to the visita- 
tion of God ?—compensate to the mother, 
who in the very agonies of childbirth 
found no exemption from the grinding 
toil and the lifted scourge, and who has 
been robbed of a hope, cherished, perhaps, 


the promise, and to} 


even 


of mockery { 
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amidst all her own anguish, of giving 


birth to an offspring happier 


sires ¢ 


than hi 
No! we cannot demand compen 
sation for the negro—we cannot call back 
the past. But justice and sympathy for 
the future—these at least are in our power ! 
But only two years remain. Why, you 
ask, make this stir and commotion for two 
two little years ? What! 
years nothing in the life of man? Do we 
not know—we who have ituents— 
that when one individual those 


constituents are interested, is tried, found 


vears are two 


cons! 


in whom 


cnilty, condemned, sentenced to the prison 


} ! 1} } . } . 
or the hulks-——-do we not know what interest 


le to strike two years from the 


is mad term 


of punishment’ Two years of loss of 
liberty, two years subjected even to the 
discipline of responsible and mild control 


—what ettorts do we make to save a fel- 


low-creature from that affliction! But 
now we ask the boon, not for one man, 
but for thousands—not for cuilt, but for 


t 


innocence—not for exemption from legal 


penance, but from irresponsible oppres- 
| sion! Complete the picture—add to the 
loss of liberty all the whips and stings 


Se 
Whici 


! 
then, 


power can inflict on weakness, and, 
will you dare to tellus that two 
\ the aggregate of 
human existence? You say this system 
shall not be abolished; but will you ex- 
plait to us how it shall be continued 2 
* the loud 
and indignant voice of the English peo- 
ple. How you expect security, 
ind peace, and order, when the negro on 
one estate another 
(no better than himself) are free, when 
father and son are separated by your un- 
intelligible verbal barbarisms of pradial 
and non-preedial—when you yourselves 
are recommending legislators to 


—continued in defiance of 


can 


sees the negroes on 


thei 
emancipate them, and when, if they were 
to rise (which heaven forbid) you would 
not dare to interpose a military force from 
this country between mutual massacre 
and revenge? And the colonial govern- 
ment hope that the parchment of the act 
passed through this House will serve to 
remedy all evils. If so, why do you urge 
upon the colonies the propriety of imme 
diate emancipation? But you know it 
cannot. Four sheets of paper never yet 
built a wall between tyrannyand weakness. 
Your bill devises two remedies :—Ist, you 
propose to give to proclamations the force 
of law; secondly, you arm your special ma- 
gistrates with new authority, As to pro- 
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clamations, your own governors tell you | 
that the planters laugh them to scorn. As 
to giving them the force of law, law itselt 
is a dead letter, when the public 


of those on whom it is imposed does not | 


Option 


breathe into it the only principle of Ife it 
can receive. Spe ial m iwistrates! why, 
what have they been? Either the mer 
tools of the planter, or else, whe thi \ 
have been the friends of the nevro, they 
have only succeeded tn embroiling matters 
and exciting false hopes in the negro, n 
tyranny in the planter. ‘Take the cas 
Judge Palmer. He was superseded: f 
vhat offence? Will the Hou lies 
it? — because the Commissioners of Inquiry 
declared, that “he administered the law i 
the spiritof the English Abolition Act, an 


that the present state of St. Thomas-in-the- 
Vale was to be attributed to sucha mode 
of administering the aboli és 

hereisa spect il magistrate condemned and 
punished for .dministerine the 
spirit in which we framed it, and accord- 
ing to the object for w he £ 
p ople paid thei cold. Vv I 
trates commit the same offence and ineu 
the same fate as Judze Palmer: oh no, 
I find the Jamaica 
of the planters) loud in praise of special 
magistrates as men who have done then 


Standard (the organ 


duty, and calling upon the planters to 


] 


contribute money to the widows and fami- 


lies of such of them as have died. S 


do i 


then on one side the special magistrate 


who befriends the negro, harassed by 


commissions of inquiry, calummiated by th 
planter, abandoned by the Government, 
superseded solely for tl 


ie offence of ke« P 


ino faith with Eneland—and behold on 


the other side, the spec! il magistrate who 


lends himself to the planter, who reports in 


his favour—who applauds the system and 


¢ 


vindicates its instruments, quoted by Mi- 


nisters as an admirable authority—ad- 


i y 
mired by plant rs as an exe mpl ry puder 


—praised and flatt red —patronage here 


— pensions there 
an instant on which side your dispensers 
of law will lean? Depend upon it, 
all attempts to relax and mitigate 
slavery are hopeless and absurd. There 


—-and can you doubt f 


are no ways ot patching up the everlast- 
ino distinction between slavery and free- 
dom; all that you can do is to diminish 
the interest of the plante: 
and life of the negro, and leave th 
more exposed to the jealousy hecaust 


i) the 


more ohnoxieus to the fears of the tyrant. 


5 Ii i . 
} ) a . 
nas t wnielore Loe ] 
I cannot understand this one- ied nice- 
ness of conscience, this terror of violati 
} f } 1+} 
\ 1) ) \ tT) 
L bel Ss | Ail \ ( | ict l t 
| } " } 
( | - 
} wnier, al | ( i ald i i I 
] | 
; ] 
nce ) il equa l to tl 
jual 3 to tl 
; £ el 
t i} . { he ¢ t neor = 
| 44 
} 1 ‘ 
} ¢ t 
{ i Uf) pe i YOu 
} 4 } 
( | \ ' 
\ ( i } ( lle 
} ! 
} } \ ° 
} ) V il) ites: 
, 1 
1 
‘ a i t 7 | 3 x" 
' t { f f ’ } r 
L ae I 
1 \ \ t 
t 
ar ' , 
i i 
) t l 
“4 i 
’ i no 
\ ; ! The 
l 1} 
\T | \ } 
iB | . ld rep 7 
i 
{ ! t “ i rm 
I } Y mere 
| } \ 
I ia a eq | (; ~ N 
j ' ] 
t ¢ t 
\\ | V ! 1 Gel l 
' f f r t in 
= } v Ik ith 
, t f } ‘ te 7 : 
i} } i iu \ I y 
] t 
| | $ 3 { iy accu- 
2 ‘ ’ | - ‘ 2 
~ S D ll Vou a W 1 LiHehl | 
] ‘ } rani { ] + 
i i jt t { iti StL AUVO 


Hou be « L away | issul ces that 
th plant are mer } masters ind 
In 1 men ~—such were t Ssurances 
Ww! h w! h W rece | ( larkson 
\ met < the threshold of thei oreal 
d 12 HI dd | irl iment list ne 1, Ih 
I her \ 5: £6 id 1a ions, With 
t ! ri ta rdialit vit h 
it ts them v, Will ( ould 
live | Vain ! I iccus not tl 
| { : I accus { . i men al 
but t tools of tl rcumst es that 
Sul na th 5 Wh C\ V Is mad 
Y I execrate t] inny, but [ acquit 
t in \ dave h 1 f nn ho 
\dividual cases, brand individual per- 
sons—vou heard from » doubt 
fin] refere. > to rymous authorities 
My cl or $s ag sf : n nities not 
persons—-my facts are in ¢ books you 
pp it is undeniabl re¢ Is If the 
s tches of vour rovern¢ , it the re} rts 
f your macistrates, lf this whole mass of 
l iment \ videnee b not ¢ i Hien. 
[ tell you that your arzuments against this 
t nha hivered to the dust! I have 
proved, that not individuals, not minor- 
ities, but (where legislative assemblies 


immunities 


have been, from first to last, invaders of 
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planters, but to their victims and their 
I have proved that there ts 
the commend — 


by reference to 


dlupes. no 


danger in course Wwe 


proved nee 


yYnerl 
il « ,pef;rl 


i 

in Antivua, to the assertions of your 

wvernor in Jamaica, where all parties 
would abandon the system for compensa- 
tion—proved it by your own ommenda- 
tions to th coionies, \ ver all this 
il ys can if vou answel tto your s tl ~ 
fa { * : ‘ b ; y ~ y¢( 4 
impeach your wituesses col »your- 
scives ‘ l \ I : lel 
session ( d { on tl mere form ind 
ceremonials of our religion, whether tl 
( ith may b [ lish vo Uhl 11S- 
tine ) mav be removed , therbyo 
law or by woth r we ca st | serve 
he husk and shell of reli l C i 
siastical establishment; 1 ho r all 
inen’s consciences upon tl points; but 
ere we come to th fount 1 OF Christ 
hanity l if —<- it uUl-protectit brother- 
hood its ill-embraci LON When 
cholars and divines have summed 1 | the 
blessings that our common creed has con- 


ferred upon mankind, first and 
I< the V 


slave ry 


ioremost 


of those blessings have placed the 
of that 
and darkened the institutions of the Pagan 
2 


1 3 } 
Wotton which stained 


avan slavery wor e 
bin. Here 
esolp. i re, 


battle 


world. I know of no I 
than this Christian Apprenti 
we fight again 

first fathers, 
from whom all our 


the same 


tnen, 
iS our 


tians, sect and divi- 


ons have emerged. Here is a ground 
upon which Catholic d P stant, and 
the wide familtes of dis if, all may 
li - and | » believe that he who vote 
vainst thi da c | yf Slavery th 
disvuise will ytaln som ing better than 
th ipprova f ynstitu -somethineg 
noiel than tl a t Cal } ( } Art 
triumph and political ibition in th 
ipplause of his own conscience, and in 
those blessing's ih will ot rise the less 
to the Etern | thi ) b 1uSé they art 
uttered by tl victims Of un avarice 


and pride. 
Vhe if USE 
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tempt to assimilate the election law of] the entire merits of the case. Under 
Ireland with that of England, an object, | these circumstances, therefore, he should 
in his opinion, of a most desirable nature. | offer no opposition io the motion. 

His right hon. Friend had taken no steps Leave given. 

to remedy the ev 
Ireland where it differed from that of Tut Stave Qvuestion.| Lord John 
England. The bill he proposed to bring | Russell begged leave to make a communi- 


It 
Is of the election law in 


[louse, in cons ‘ah nce of the 


’ 
ine the law of registration in Ireland, but | result of the division on the « question which 
us } 1 
aa 8) 


- 


in was not only for the purpos of amend- 








also of amending the election law itself. | had lat cupied it, as it might be pro- 
He had authority; in favour of such | ductive of great evil if the intentions of 
amendment. In \pril of 1835, the | Government were left in doubt even fora 
hon. and learned nber for Dublin gave | single event Phe resolution just car- 
notice that he would introduce a bill to} ried by a majority of three, could only bi 


that effect, but it never came to any- | carried into efi t by a bill laid before the 
’ ) , } t , “Ss 1 . 
thing. Four months after tl! iouse, a measure which it would be for 


torney-General for Ireland, now Mr. Jus- |} the hon. Baronet to introduce, if he 


tice Perrin, assisted by the then Solicitor- ‘thought prover. If such a bill were 
General for Ireland, Mr. O'Lozhlin, now | brought in the Government, would con- 
Master of the Rolls, brought in a bill, | sider it thetr duty to e@ive it their most 
having the same objects, and pas ed it | st uous and determined opposition, 


throu oh that House in the short spac of 
nineteen days. Thus he had these author- 
ities to prove the necessity of such ajt 


— 
c 
“ 
‘ 
/ 
f 
f 
~ 


motion of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
measure, and to bear him out in its intro- | chequer, tie House went into Committe 
duction. ae zene following, a bill was | on the Slave-Trade-Abolition Act. 

brought in by » noble Lord, the Secre-| The Chancellor of the Exchequer said, 


tary for ala on the same subject; but | that he had to propose to the commie a 
it omitted the most important part, the | resolution on the subject of ign Slave- 
0 | none, and on which, should it meet with 
|, | approbation, it was his intention t » found 


assimilation of the law in that country t 
: ‘ 
. 1 
bill, Hon. Members were aware, that, 


the law as it stood in England. That Bi 


however, had not passed, and nothing was | 
done in the matter since, until the 13th of | as the law now stood, captains of vessels 
March last, when the right hon. the At-} engaged in r pressing the slave-trade, wer 


torney-General for Ireland, brought in the | entitled to a bounty of 5/. per head on 
measure now before the House. Having | every slave tak , iy 


? 
stated his objections tothe bill of his right | aes wided such slave should be brou he 
hon. Friend, he hoped, the House, if they | the nearest port alive, and for every slave 
. " " 5 ‘ } : 
were not of opinion that some suchchange | captured, but who dicd on the way, a 


as he proposed was necessary, would, at | bounty of half the amount per head was 


least, give him permission to bring in his granted, The latter bounty, however, 
bill. By thi wns. both measures could | w rt generally id, It was 
vit, Vy that means, both measures couid |; Was no generahy paid. I was quit 
> “n . . ' « 
eo together, and, if requisite, each be| plain, that it was not merely important to 
made the means of amending the other. check the slave-trade after it was actually 
Viscount Morpeth should naturally have | in operation, but to prevent it b fore the 
. 1 : | . : | : 3 | ] 
felt, that, as a bill on the sabject was al- } slaves were taken on board. It was also 


ready before the House, there was no oc- | clear, that the service rendered in destroy 
casion foi anothe i and th if if the hon. ing ships b fore the y h id rol the slave § On 
and learned Gentleman wished to meri board, was as useful, and even more us 

the law, it was competent for him to do so | ful, than capturing them after they had 
in the shape of alterations in the other! got the slaves on board. The necessary 
measure. But as the subject was one on| consequence of this service would re- 
ne reward and encourage 





which there was much oC f opinion, | quire, 


and as the hon. and learned Gentleman} ment should be given to officers engaged 


ho at present. were 


had stated various baie ed difference and | in this service, but w 
objection to the bill before the House, he} entitled to no reward, unless the vess 
thought it the better course to let the had slaves on board, In the bill whic! 
whole matter g@o before the public, and to he intended to bring forward upon this 
have the opinion of the House taken on | resolution, it was his Intention, with r 
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> ch 





spect to cases where the : 
up, to propose a bounty of 1/. per ton,| cordingly. H ; e 
and where vess¢ 
equipment article, to propose a bounty of | of 1 tre t ( f 





\ 


were taken under the should be so. | ' , ‘ 


4], per ton, mstecad of t! bounty 1 er} there ee | ho nati se t] 
head at present granted. In making t \ s unless slaves wet liv f 
proposition, he wished to guard himselt ! H bjeeted 

against any supposition that he « h ( f 


there was, unde! the existi: r ja ANV In-| st | ! tly. 1 tak f 
disposit! non the part of th Heer 

men to perform their duty, bat he t] 

that when they did their duty i 


those Vesse Is | efore th, Vv were l 4 ( i r 

take in their cargoes, they ought to hav | l 

the same reward as if the vess 

of slaves. Under these circuu 

begged to move the following resolut : uld not hav rd 

man? That it is tl opinion f tl commit- ia \ to lu 
tee, that it is exped! nt that a provision | W ! tto th b} ( f int | 
should be made out of the C lidated | | r ; t 


Fund of Great Britain and I:eland to WAN 


vide a bounty on the tonnage of all ns} On i 

seized and condemned under the treat tin 

made with foreign powers for the abol pres , eau 
of the illegal tratfie in slaves.” deal iH 


t i y > \ é ‘ } 
" _ ° = . i 
Colonel Wood did not intend to « pos C1 ul ; | } cl 


the motion, neither was it his wish th n to | » t tiit vy had | | | th y 
go into any discussion ofthe general ques-| and that all of them had been thrown 
tion. He agreed in the necessity of some | over-board before t! nt took plac 
alteration of the law, but he hoped when] the captors os but in t 
the right hon. Gentleman introduced his} measure he should introdu 1 | 

bill he would provide a larger bounty, and | such as he had already dese | ld be 
such as would be equivalent to tl > sum paid « he capture of vess equipped 
paid at present for captured slaves. He} for t] ive tra The } gall: 
was sure that money was the | f} had 

sideration that would enter into the mi t | | 
of a British officer, when engaged in tl ppls \ 

performance of his duty—but when it w Port < : 
know: 3 that captu oy ls before 1 | l | ; - y 
had taken the slaves on board was a Id p br eeneral 1 
dangerous service than ce pturin 

afterwards, he thought that the « feet 

engaged in this service ought not to su trafti \s to f British 


by the proposed alteration [t was calcu- | officers | in 

lated that each vessel carried about tw L\ ty it never was nu t 1 tl 

slaves for every ton of her measurement, } part of vernment t va word 

and under these circumstances he trus a hf ; 

when the Bill was before t House, t Sir A.A] { ht, th 

right hon. Gentleman would consent t t/. per ton to th tors wi be too 

enlarge the bounty in this respect. small, coi rl that, ( to tl 
Captain Pechell wished to know fro: D f slave-dealine s] 3, there w 


the right hon. Gentleman, the Chan-| two « h slaves on be 


cellor of the Exchequer, whether the ton- | an 3 51. per head 
age was to be taken according to English | 4/. per t on the new plan w | 00 


admeasurement, or according to that of | small, and he hoped this matt ild 
Portugal and Spat ¢ lich yped, that all] taken into consideration in tl 3s 
vessels found on the coast of Africa, and | the bill, but he was glad of 

under circumstances which left no doubt | tion of such an 

of their intention as to slave dealing, The Chancellor of the Kxcl 
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hon. Friend 
addition to the 4/. per ton, 
half the value of the 


uld bear in mind, that in 
the c aptors 
would receive vesse] 
when broken up, &c 

Resolution agreed to. 

The House resumed 
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! PALFOURD, ft tor fR 
VI iN, f n Windsor, | M WAI CF ) N 
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| t Mir. Mat AND, from port, and t 
ther } ind by Mr. Lo Mr. I i Mr. Dun 
DAs, from vari plac for the In diate Al i 
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I from Ireland, for tl ration of Suppressed 
—By Mr. Hasti f 
’ Courts (Seotland) 1Aw, fron 
wainst the Irish JT LIDDELL, 
Dean and Chapter it 1e Bill 





ical Com- 


ain MArT- 


founded on the Fifth Report of the Ecclesiast 


missioners might not pass into a law.—By Capt 


rnews, from the non-commissioned Officers and Private 
of the British Auxiliary Legion, lately employed in Spain, 
that some measures might be lopted to enforee the pay 
ment of their claims on Spain.—By Mr. Sergeant Jack- 
(i fr Kileror county of Down), and pla 
against the system of National Edu on in Ireland.—By 
Mr. Ilume, from the Owners and Occupi f Carlin n 
mill, at Bradfield, in the West, Riding of Yorkshir 
j t! children might 1 | ) ir for 
( » | in the d B E. SuGpy f Mr 
W nith, a ’kseller, t4 Co} it Bill 
in presen i} By Mr. Bua G \ 
! f ¢ 7 t pa ce Vie ( ( Y 
I ! B By Sir G, ¢ K, f ( l 
HopGson, from N j i by Mr. W. D 
( gE, f five | North | of Yor 
! by Mr. BeTHELL, f } } 1 
Ridin f Yor} ire, | Mr. H ) f 
Mr. KEMBLE, from the Inhabitants of Peckham, and b 
Mr. HeArnHcoreE, from Long Sutton (Li: hire) for 
measures to enforee the Observance of the Sabbatl 


TITHe 
having 
ore neral 
course he proposed to take 
on Friday next, upon the motion, that the 
House resolve into Commiitee on thyss e Lrish 
Corporation Bill, he rose for the ITpose 
of stating, that he should, on hee 
being made for the Speaker 

chair, enter into a 
his views of the 


Irntsu CoRPORATION AND 
s1LLS.] Sir FR. Peel said, that 
promised some days ago to give a 
notice of the 


motion 
leaving the 
veneral statement of 


present position of 
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and 


|affairs, and give a general indication of the 


| prospec t of the 


to make 


| could give no assu 
}take place in 


lrish | 


with res 


’ 
there was any 


course he meant to pursue 


them. 


pect to 
rreat 
aqjustment of those 


1ot for him to say, but he 


Whether 


questions It was 1 


did not mean to take any course on Fri- 
day next which would obs any pro- 
sp ct of theirs atisfa tory adhesin which 
might at present exist. [fe did not mean 


. } 
any preliminary objection to the 





motion t| t tt p k I | iV l charr, 
und if | hit understood the nobl 
Lord, that a Hav e through the 
Irish Corporation Bill in Committee, the 
Hous iid have an opportunity of con- 
ideri he tithe n, | rould not 
I ‘ sCussion ic mere order of 
pl ( ‘| tine, tl fore, that after 
the Cor itt ( the Corporation Bill 
i U { i Lt { | Ue SS if th { 
ll Ure tl if Is( ld | \\ n ¢ DD - 
tunity of aisecu ne the t th q tion, hi 
hould then b yrepared to state his 
ren l view n that subject. He should 

s he ] just stated, tak n opp unity 
on Frid I { exp! Inine hi Views 
vith respect to the matt t, preli 
minary to the Speaker leaving the chair, 
there would be no necessitv, as far as he 


Of course, he 
ince as what might 
committee. He, 
tl of his Friends, meant to 
make proposals in Committee, and he 


| nt would, 


hop d this reneré | 


could judge, for a division. 
and he 
be lieve d sevel 


sfatem< 


ever a division occurred in Commi 


, 
1 
ve him J n the moputatio fhaving 
taken the He be He deeply 
: . 
r tted, that fron woldable circum 
Stance 5 t] i cal Uy n ft cousiad 
1 ' 
t q tions at period of th 
x, wi 1 i t} Y ilt rs Oo} 
, 
inportance remained lye scussed; bu 
| . 
ould 1 \ proposition fot 
further delay. 
1 } ; ry } ! 4] 1 
Lord John Russell said, that the rich 
] . ‘ . . ) 
hon. Gentleman had richtly understood 
1 


his intentions 
Bill; 


what 


vith respect to the Tithe 

ia te wal col | 

se had mentioned the oth 
no necessity for setting forth the 

particular amount of the rent-chai | 

He th ucht it better to 


names 
resoiutio 


he saw 


first resolution. 
a lopt a general 
particulan 

Cowmwrnittee, 
ment s 
he conceived, 


proportion to b 
With respect to the state 
made by the right hon . Gentleman 
that at that pe riod of the 
would be withont 


Session it desirable, 
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Bill in Committee, and he should look 
upon the announcement made by the right 
hon. Gentleman before the Speaker left 
the chair as a sufficient notice of tl 
tions he meant to 
only further say, that he was exceedingly 
elad to hear, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not disposed to take a cours 


the jue S- 


: 
i 
discuss. He would 


which might mar the prospect of an ad- 
justment of the questicns to which he ha 
adverted. 


OBSERVANCE OF THE SABBATH.| Mr. 
Plumptre moved the order of th vy | 
the House to go into Committee on t] 
Lord’s Day Bill. 

On the Ist Clause, 


Mr. Jervis said, it was a 
terous clause, for its tendency wi 
prevent any work whateyve 
done on the Lord’s day. A person could 
not even get his breaktast, or have his bed 
made, without viol iting 
this clause. 

Mr. Plumptre said, he thought that the 
hon, and learned Member must admit, that 
there was a feeling in the country that 
something should be done in this matter. 
Ile was most desirous to obviate the 
objections of the hon. Member, and he 
thought that might be effected by the 
omission of a few words. His only object 
was to suppress trading on the Sunday, 
and in order to carry that into effect he 
would be glad to receive any 
that was offered him. He = 9f 
his bill went to affect travelling? It was 
not his intention to affect it in any way, 
and if it was thought a proviso could make 
his intention clearer, he would 
to it. 

Mr. Jervis said, the words of the clause 
went so much further than the intention 
of the hon. Gentleman, that the Commitiee 
could not proceed with ie he would, 
therefore, move that the clause be post- 
poned,. | 

Sir E. Sugden said, if the bill were | 
allowed to remain as it at present stood 
he should vote against it, because he was 
not prepared to put restraints upon the 
poor on Sundays. He should vote against | 
it, unless it was confined strictly to barter 
and trade. He had struck ovt certain | 
parts of the clause, which he would show 
the hon. Member, and as it then stood it | 
would apply strictly to what was in com- | 
mon parlance called trading on a Sunday. | 


beme 


the provisions of 


suggestion 
was asked 


+ 


not ovjcct 


{May 23} 


further delay, to consider the Corporation; If his hon. Friend was 


| + 
ent 


the Sabbath. 


Frie prepared now to 
propose such alterations and ad s to 
the bill as would so limit its operation, then 
pi ybably the Committee might adjourn, 

those amendments could be discussed 
it the next sitting. If that was not the 
case he should suggest that the measur¢ 
ld be postponed. 

Mr. Ward said, that it was impossible 
to ter the Bill so that it should not in- 
ter ith the innocent yments of 
the working classes. ‘The word *‘ trading 

d extend, of course, to trading in 

} m s, and st » | dats. 
Sir i igden explained He would 
to any measure that would de- 
the people of innocent recreation on 
Sal t] He believed, that such en- 
nents, which I shared with 
t fan a bi men bet husbands 
nd fath than they could be made by 

il law of t] 1S kind 

ureso(UG Sl ickland wis] | to ask the 
right hon, Gentleman opposite, how far 
the exceptions were to go. He held, 


it a tradesman of London ought, afte: 
the toils of the week, allowed the 
privilege of riding or walking out on the 
Sunday, after the 


to be 


morning service, for the 
purpose of enjoying innocent recreation in 
the country. Was he to be prevented 
from hiring a horse or carriage, and to be 
confined to the town or to his house, on 
the Sabbath? But suppose there was to 


be an exception as far as regarded tra- 


| ve ling. When the tradesman got to the 


he believed it was the 
©oO into some p! ice of public 


end of his journey, 


custom to 


tainment to obtain necessary refresh- 
ment and to enjoy what he considered the 
best of all beverages—tea. But how 
ould it be possible for the traveller to 
obtain that or any other necessary if the 
bill before the Committee became law ? 


Phat bill prevented the possibility of ob- 
taining 
as it stood it might even be doubted whe- 
ther a traveller could obtain milk without 
a violation of the law. Taking, therefore, 


the most simple necessaries, and 


| the gravest view of the subject, and con- 


sidering the difficulties with which it was 
ounded, and the impolicy of throwing 


any obstacles in the way of the poor en- 


sur 


joving innocent recreation, he did earnestly 


recommend the hon. Gentleman to with- 


draw his bill for the present. 


Captain Pechell wished to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman, whether an exception 
was to be made in relation to the British 


[2 
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fisheries? Boats with mackerel frequentiy 
came into port on Sunday; and if they 
were not permitted to unload on that day, 
very great loss to the fishermen would be 
= He hoped, too, the 
ral would stand up in de- 
fence of the I ohts of the Crown: for if 
this bill were to pass, none of her Ma- 
jesiy’s ships would be able to leave 
Sunday. As regarded private vessels, 
so much as to take 


the consc quence, 


\ttorney-Gent 


port on 


hes on Sunday, and the 
i ‘ 1+ 
mreatest imconvernien would resul in 
consequence, Ife would, however, leav 


these matters to the Attorney-General; 
would 
ie House without an explicit 
answer whether or not they were to be ex- 
cepted from the operation of the bill. 

Sir £. Sugden aa: ished it dis- 
tinctly to be understood, that he had no 
connexion whatever with the bill under 
consideration by the Committee. Enter- 
taining great respect for the cbyect of his 
hon. Friend, whose views he believed were 
most pure and upright, all he wished to 
do was to point out to his hon. Friend the 
best mode of obviating those objections 
which had been raised against the bill. 
If the measure were confined to the pre- 
vention of Sunday trading, then they 
would get clear of the objection of the 
hon. Member for oo in regard to 
the fisheries, and to vessels leaving port 
on Sunday. He wished to impress upon 
his hon. Frie nd, that unless he was now 
prepared to propose the necessary _ niet 
ments on the bill, it would be the be 
course to postpone it for the present, or ee 
xO through the Committee pro forma, with 
a view to obtain time for mature 
consideration, 

The Attorney-General, as a private 
Member of the House, entreated the hon. 
Gentleman not to press forward his bill at 
the present moment and in its present 
shape. He deprecated discussions like 
the present in a public assembly, and 
thought the hon. Member had better with- 
draw his present measure; and if he 
brought forward a bill for the purpose of 
preventing Sunday trading, and if that 
measure did not trench on the innocent 
amusements of the people, he should be 
ready to give it his best erste sat and 
to render every assistance in his power to 


/ 


but in respect to the fisheries, he 


not leave th e 


| 1e@ W 


more 


make it as perfect and see’ lal as possi- 
whether it | 
the whole | 


ble. He doubted, however, 
would not be better to leave 





{COMMONS} 





Sabbath. 136 


matter to be regulated by the sentiments 
of the people, and fully agreed in the 
opinion that there was no country where 
the Sabbath was better observed than in 
the Britis 7 empire. 

Mr. Plumptre wished to say, that it was 
not bie for him, a private Member of 
the House, to have charee of a measure 
like the present; and if the right hon. 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was sin- 
cere in the wish which he had last year 
expressed, to see Sunday- < 
pressed, and if the Attorney-General was 
sincere in what he had that night stated, 
thought that the Government 


trading sup- 


then he 
ought to take the measure into their own 
hands. If any hope was given him, that 
Government would bring oe forward a mea- 
sure of their own on this subject, even in 
the next Session, he should be ready to 
withdraw the bill before the Committee. 
He felt it would be useless to go against 
the general sense of the House, although 
he thought some of those who had spoken 
against the measure did not undersiand it. 
His object was, to put a stop to shopmen 
and boys being sent out on Sundays by 
bakers, butchers, and others. These in- 
dividuals were sent out in the 
trade, and were in consequence subjected 
to great hardships, while an unnecessary 
profanation of the Sabbath was the con- 
sequence, 

The Chancellor of the Excheque r 
thought the proposition of the right hon 
and learned Gentleman was one which it 
would be both for the interest of the Ilouse 
and of the hon. Member to adopt. He 
would be the last to interpose any difht- 
culty in the way of the reprinting of the 
bill, and the bringing 9 it forward again in 
a shape in which it could with oreater ad- 
vantage be discussed. If it were possible 
(of which he must confess he entertained 
considerable doubt) so to frame the bill as 
to limit it to those questions of trading to 
which the hon. Member had himself ad- 
verted, he should be disposed to give it 
every consideration. At the same time 
he begged that he might not be understood 
as intimating, ‘either on his own part or 
on the part of others, a willingness to un- 
dertake the responsibility of bringing on 
any such measure. His reason was this ; 
—that whilst he was ready hereafter to 
go into Committee with the hon. Member 
in order to try whether a bill satisfactory 
to the country could be produced on this 
subject, yet he felt so very doubtful with 


way of 


pe 
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they all, he believed, wished, without at 
the same time doing somethin 
opposite character, that he 
luctant, unless he could see his way very 


respecttothe practicability of cilecting what 
t 


of avery 


y 
~ 


Was very re- 


‘ oO 
fMay 2. 


| 
| 


distinctly, to take upon himselfthe burthen | 


of legislating at all upon the subject, 
Besides, there was another consid 
which he would with great deference sub- 
mit to the hon. Gentleman. He 
that the object which the hon. Gentleman 
had in view was one which w 
be attained by moral effects than by legis- 
lation. He believed, that the pro ress of 
public opinion at the present moment 
strongly in favour of all the practical ob- 


ration 


.. 3 
De lieved 


is rather to 


jects which the hon, Gentleman soucht to | | 
therefore 


attain by this Bill; and he 
unwilling to disturb the progress of 
opinion, when he saw it Howing ina 


Was 
that 


yronel 


1 
Pe 


direction; and especially when he felt 


that it was impossible for any Gentleman 
in the House or outof it, eithe: 
private circle or in his wide 
with the world, to deny the 

the part of all classes of the 
and of all Christian sects in 

—Dissenters as well as Me: 
Church of England—there was a growing 
and increasing feeling of respect for and 
desire to observe the Sabbath. If that 
were the real state of things, 
firm opinion that they would be running 
a very great hazard of disturbing the feel- 
ing which was 
the object they all desired if they were to 
endeavour to force that feeling into par- 


hiis own 


r intercor 


comniunlty 


this country 


It Was his 


now tending to accomplish 


ticular channels by any legislative enact- | 


Pood eta a 
bad neve! ap- 


ments. Nay, further, he 
proached the discussion of 
without feeling an apprehension that they 
might really do mischief to the 
which it was the wish of every one rather 


to forward than retard. Onthese grounds 


fact, that en | 


nbers of the | 


Cause | 


he thought the House onght to allow the 


hon, Gentleman to propose that the Chair- 


man report progre ss with aview to his bring- | 


ing in another bill in a more definite shape. 
He would suggest to the hon, Gentleman, 
that in order to do justice to his own 
measure, this would be a better cours 


than even going through the 


this question | | 


§ fhe »abbath i 
| } } 
which he had now publicly received from 
] ] | ! 
the Chancellor of tl Exeche tas 


contormity with that wi ch 
ie had pr viously rece 
Peel). The 
: : 
riend to pursu 
sucgested by the right 


namely, that he 


precisely in 
{ 


best course for his hon. 
was that wll 1 had 
hon. Gent! man, 
should move, th it t 
report progress, and after con- 


sidering the possibility 


of m king th el 
] 


tinents m definite, ld | 
lowed the Op ortunity of ain submitt ny 
his measure to the House. With x spec t 
to the question its If, he Was ready to 
idimit, that public evils had ari { om 
th previous Giscussions Of this subj Ct ih 
he House of Commons; but he thoucht 
t t tl ls mainly de Jed upon 
the tor \ i ten per in wl i ‘| these dis- 
ChHSSIONS | 1 been carried ne He kne\ 
t rurt ( ] ction to the CLIS¢ S a] 
Ol ha ! CU in % t Hou than thi 
I ty tl existed of its being treated 
1 an tmproper and unbecoming spirit. 
() th { 5 if lise d W 1a tel p I 
sult tl rious nature ol e question 
tself ought it by no means unfit 
tO} eC. 10F « S| le if } I | rly | h 


entitled to ro pect fort reli Is Oplnions 
they itert ad, ( pressing r some 
legislatiy ictment concerning it. \t 
ll events, it appeared to him, that the 
i st res etful cours th Hous could 
| pt wards those ex¢ nt in duals 
vas to ve tl in Opportunity to bring 
I ard thei tol n d that 
the n ts of m on t be canvass d, 
nd the objections to them, if possible, 
8) answered H must, howeve 
cuard himself against the supposition 
that h was prepared, without much 
consideration and caution, to legis- 


late upon this subject. He had 
ivowed that he saw oreat 


alwavs 
difficulties in 
} ] " 
such a proceeding. Because 
it was abs ute ly necessary that he should 
any 
5 rislation, he 
did not give rise to a system of ve; 


be cautious while seeking to obtain 


a j af 
one particular object by | 


it10us 


'} nie ! 1 
iitization, nd establish an unjust dis- 


Committee | 


at the present moment pro form i, Having } 


prepared his bill in a shape fit to be com- 
mitted, the hon. Gentleman could then 


| of reliz 


go into Committee pro forma, in order | 


that it might be reprinted. 
Sir Robert Peel 


lor if he 
said, that his hon. | 


different classes ib SO- 

If he did one, or the other: if he 
. nied Due ] 

gave an Opportunity, under the pretence 


tinction between 
ciety. 
ious feelings, to one neighbour ex- 
a vexatious control over 

established a legal distin 


to sunday recreations between ditierent 


ercising 


ther ; 


nas 


Friend must be aware that the advice | classes of the community, he should not 
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be leaving the matter where he found it, 
but should be enlisting other feelings with 
rezard to the observance of the Sabbath, 
which would have an inevitable tendency 
to defeat the very object he had b 

aiming to effect. His sincere advice to 
his hon. Friend, therefore, was, 
taining as he (Sir R, Peel) did the |} 
respect for his intentions, and be 
that any legislation upon 
would have a better chance of 
his hands than in those of any other per- 
son, from the moderation of his views and 
principles, —his advice was, that in at- 
tempting to legislate upon it he should 
make his enactments as definite and pre- 
cise as px He thought there was a 
great objection in making a general en- 
actment, and afterwards making numer- 
ous exceptions. He objected to it on this 
ground, that every exception they made 
would appear to be a legislative — 
for the non-observance of the Sabbath-— 
legislative sanction for every exception mn 
the general rule. With re spect to Sunday- 
trading, supposing | attain that 


Spire Licences 


enter- 
ichest 
: 
i 


leving 


this subject 
success In 


ssible. 


ne could 
object without giving rise to other evils 
counterbalancing the 
from 
ject for legislation. Because openly and 
publicly exposing ooods for sale in markets 
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advantages arising | 
he thought it a perfectly fit sub- | 


| 


and fairs he considered had a tendency to! 


shock 
tion of the community ; and no person for 
the sake of individual gain had a right to 
offend the general fee ling. The general 
feeling of traders might be to resist this 
practice, 

body should say “ We 
by such feelings ; 
and will encourage the sale of 
the sake of our own profit,” they 
make it very difficult for the trade at large 
to abide by any general rule. If, there- 
fore, it were possible, without incurring 
other 
prohibit Sunday-trading, 
fairness to all classes, he should not ob- 
ject to legislate on the subject. But he 
was convinced of the evil of throwing any 


are not gove rned 


with 


the religious feelings of a great por- | 


but if a certain portion of that 


we will open our shops | 
goods for | 
might | 


general evils, that legislation should | 
perfect 


legal obstruction in the way of the recrea- | 
tion of the poorer classes, who stood more | 


in need of that recreation than any other 
class of the community, which o Laiisetion 
the Members of the Legislature did not 
apply to themselves. By taking that 
course, they would rouse a feeling of re- 
sentment at their partiality in legislation 
which would have a tendency to thwart 


| 
| 
| 
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and obstruct the very ends of those whos« 
benevolent and religious feelings disposed 
them to si iene upon this subject. He 
thought it would be intrinsically unjust to 
throw impediments in the wi ay of the re- 
creations of one class of the community 
which were not equally applied to all, 
With that fe ieee ona having stated fairly 
the difficulty which he entertained on the 
subject, and having stated to what extent 
he thought legislation might go, he would 
again advise Friend to withdraw 
his bill for the present, and after conferring 
with others 5 provisions as definite 
and precise as possible. 

Mr, Plumptre was ready 
the suggestions made by both sides of the 
House, and would move that the Chairman 
report progress, 

The House resumed and the Chairman 
reported progress accordingly. 


his hon. 


, make it 





e 


to accede to 


Sprrit Licences (Scorianp).] Mi 
Gillon moved the reading of the 
Spirit Licences (Scotland) Bill, 

Mr. G. W. Hope wh Jiptiain to the bill, 
It propost d to alter the law affec ting the 
granting of licences for the sale of spirits, 
which was the same now as the English 
law, by taking away the power of the 
magistrates, and making the renewal of a 
licence dependent on a certificate of good 
behaviour from the Excise-office 
could be no doubt that any louse which 
had offended against the Excise laws would 
lose its licence under the present system. 
He should move that the bill be read ; 
second time that day six months. 

Mr. Gillon was surprised that the hon. 
Gentleman should oppose a bill so just 
and moderate as this was. At present 
the spirit retailer in Scotland was obliged 
to submit to the annual degradation of 
going about to solicit testimonials of 
conduct, and was thus put to considerable 
trouble and inconvenience in travelling 
from place to place, and in going to attend 
the licensing court. Besides, 
justice was frequently done to individuals 
under the present system, owing to the 
caprice of the licensing magistrates ; and 
it not unfrequently happened that a man 
would be refused his licence merely be- 
cause some one of the magistrates on the 
bench was the owner of another public- 
house in the same neighbourhood in which 
the applicant lived. The principle of his 
bill was one which would remove all the 
present unnecessary trouble and annoy- 


second 


There 


good 


gross In- 





ere 

















——— 


ee " i Bec { ] ] 
ances to which the parties whom the bili} m Les he l | t 
; 14 ! rr I ‘ ose 
was intended to relieve were « posed. He | « it } ‘ that j 
hoped the House would concur with | n, | should no lone recessary f{ th 
) 1 1 1 } 
and allow this bill to be rea di | lers of a | 


lime. foistrates for a I, 
Mr. Pring le thought the bill not ily | interim he | { n convicted of keepi 


unnecessary and uncalled for, but no case rderly se. Why should t 


had been at all made out to warrant legis- | chang proposed in S nd when 
I 
" ° | - ' 1 : i ‘ - 5 
lation on the subject. The bili c away] not ventured it in t 
ei 
l ] reall a ¢] | ‘ 7 i ‘ ‘ } T \1 
from the local magistraev thei pole ( try He trusted Engl fembe 
] ] ‘ ! ‘ t 4 

superintendence over | ublic-hot 1 | who * an active part in magister I 
superintendence which had hitherto | affairs we | not | | y with tl 
worked beneficially im Scotland, and | { ( was anything | rt 
therefore, should most cordially port : Dut that jua vas d 
the amendment. So far from \ ficulty being 

The Chancell / J t} En HEG i thi \ Vv btaininge spirit 
induced te support tl p! iple ol t sin Seotland, be | ved a return 

2 i ri 
bill which had been introduced by bh | of lice | 
hon. Friend, the Member for Falkirk, and | tl ty oF « victions | t re- 
he could not but think that the oppositi ved with nishmeut. the wh 
which had been raised ag t it origin- | | ped the House would 1 be induced 
ated in a misapprehension by hon. M 1 f the rigl 
: 
bers opposite Of the provi I { i i i i 
] | X 

\s a Oo nel L prin Ipie | would { t rol 
the licensing ystem e p Oo ( | 
revenue, except In respect Of | ces 10} i wo r " his bill 
the sale of spuritu us |i ! bth thie | pt t ( nowy ( ing n 
cases a mere licence s not held ¢t { scotl = t i 

- rs 
sufficient, for before the original granting | S sas four veal ro had 
of the licence, the magistrates had t eel 1 to Treland, th had 
power, which this Dili Continued fo them, beer { \ . WEil. 1 t sted th 
to ascertain the characte of Une } !- 'e { | \ bill t l ' 2 
cant, and on that inqul to reiust i 1 time, and 
allow the original lic \ sae el ee rn Se 
aliow the O1lgina licence, NOW, t : he ( 


bill proposed in that respect to retain t a har ported t mend. 


law in its present condition, and to give} ment, as w tl : to ne~ 
magistrates the full power and pt t 

of continuing the original licenee o1 V] from i 

he could not think that any disres] iy, that there 1 suf} ul 
was shown to that valuable body. ‘The » m f oy is tl | li- 


bill, however, made the renewal of the | « for t od chat f the party 
licence dependent on the good conduct ot Lal \ 0 
the holder, but it dispensed with the ne- | hands of m esa ] rut which 


‘ ! 
cessity of his annually prod ¥ certifi- | political 
cates to that effect. fie must t t { ae 1UCUG ae OTigil i 
the law at present stood it was a great} question: Ayes 56; Noes > Maj 
hardship on this class of traders, that they | ity II. 
should be called every year fiom perhay 
a distant part of the country to the prin- | 


cipal county town to obtain a renewal 7 C: 
year by year (by provi the affirmative | 4 y. M G | 
of their good conduct) of a licence to carry t iy tne. Mes if B 


on their business. Without pledg — 
himself to the details of the bill, h ish, f. b 
B R J 


should ce rtainly vote for its con 
reading. , + 

Sir G. Clerk said, that though 1] ee 
was entitled the Spirit Licences (scotial i) te 4 a La ae 


Bill, he trusted hou. Members who were! French, F, Leader, J. T. 
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tnyurious to the morals of the population, 
ile therefore moved as an amendment 
bill be read a second time that 
months. 

A R. Steuart said, that the hon. 
Member for Elgin, the Under Secre tary of 
State for the Home De partment, was ab- 
, but he could state, that 
the Government would certainly have op- 
nosed the Bill, if they had not had every 
’ have been 





sent from illness 


reason to suppose, that it would 
d certainly vote in 


favour of the amendment, as hi did not 


2p 
Withdrawn. ic § 


think that there was any measure which 
could be proposed which was more likely 
to injure the morality of the people of 
this country. 

Mr. Gillon said, that the intention of 
the act of Ge orge 2nd, which this bill pro- 


sed to repeal, was to prevent tippling 
n public- houses, but the effect of it had 
been more extensive than had been origi- 


Hy conte mplate d, and it now affected a 
_ 1 ] P 
very respectable class of persons, the retail 
: I 


dealers in spirits. He should like to know 


} 
i 
; * ; 
of what culpability they had been guilty 
] 4 ] ‘ 1_} 1 ] ¥ 
that they sh uid be pul be yond the | ile 


the law stood they could 
quantities of spirit- 
ied to customers who 
lealt with them from day to day, and 


thus the law gave them encouragement to 





1d windlinge t Intoxication, If th 
EH ise would consent to thr bill being 
read a second time, he would introduce a 
} } by which the opel ition of the 
t of George 2nd, would be restricted to 

)) 1on the } ren 
ell said, that it had been 
I » sheriff of Lanarkshire before 
the ition Committee, that the 
vi re in the habit of taking thetr 
res iey to the publicans, and run- 
l lebt for ne ssaries for their fami- 


ri ] + 
lies. [he cousequence was, that they 


A 
were supplied with pro visions of the worst 
| quality, and this was attributable to the 
oOperath i of the existit law 
Mr. h p 1 that the House would 
not try to make men honest and virtuous 
by legislation as they used to do. Thi 


existing law was aremnant of this mis- 


, 5 | , ai . = 
taken policy, and he therefore thought it 
ought to be altered. 

‘ "| } } ] . ‘ 

Mr. Pease remarked, that the fact stated 


by the hon. and learned Member fot 
Dublin was very well as far as it went, but 
] 


it did not show, that men would not drink 
for ready money and for credit also, 
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The House divided on. thre original ull the marital and parental power in the 
motion :—Ayes 16; Noes ber Majority bide ands of tl father. \ wom s strength 
. ‘ lay {tl her ibn is \ WeSS, nad il { . 
List of lh AY : : 1 | | | : 
1 found, that the law as it stood did by its 
Aglionby, H. A. O'Connell, M. J loperation establish over the mother a 
Aclionby, Major Vig 5 N \. | OT it ral | ’ i A Ol iCrT ¢ i 
Beamish, F.B Wallace, R dren, ealled on them to beware how 
Crawley, S.- Williams, W. 1} bes | shay 
- LN . F V LCT tik ba W Lhey relax | and 
Dennistoun, J Williams, W. A eee eaten ; , ; 
Hall, B. Wood, Sir M ‘Felden niexaamen el, Sas aT a 
< . lity wae ec ny , | t 
Humphrey, J. n ee RACRD CREE paid I 
i Leader, J.T. p COIS | CI suflered t ) pass | pet 
' Macleod, R. Gillon, W, D. title to designate it by, would be “a bill 


O’Connell, D. Ifume, J to fa tate separation livore tween 








’ | " i } 
Inds l Wl i IDSIstineg 
List of t/ NOES. ; " a " d - n t ly AS 
Arbuthnot, hon. H |? j f nt | lt ted t whol 
Barnard, I. G, Pend cK. WwW W bial stat both « 
Blair, J. ium] ray } _— u ] 1] 
Craig, W. G. |’ 1 W.M } . 4 } 
: =e P | icy t benel 
¢ Darby, G. tl AA ' P 
i . . l V ni, ° 
EN French, I". Pr a S 
2 } r t i | 
Gaskell, Jas. Mil % } BER EACES 
Glynne, Sir S. R. I | S i Sepa 
Gordon, R. Rich Ss, iN | Vildr i i wholly 
Gordon, Captain Ruy ar, ! { t gs -for ] ‘| 
Hepburn, Sir T. b. Salwey, Colon ! 4 : 
Hodgson, R. Shaw hon. FP. ' Ps. ‘ eae y 
| \ } ls l va tOn O41 
lope, G. We Sibthorp, Col : : 
Ifoskins, K. Sincl Sir G oy I . an. 
. wh qa " t } 
Howard, P. TH. Smith, b 
Is 
; Hughes, W. B. Stanley, E. J. | had nes rd : instance in which 
lutton, R. Stanley, W.O na yes not madeior t 
Jervis, J Stewart, J her to r cl t Un- 
g in] ] ) \ ! : 
H ungdale, hon. 4 » i 2 \ {| 1 1 of ’ 
ister, E.. C. S ( ; : 
i i na t 
ait | St t I 
. S nye ] t 24 oe 


seme eens 


= : : a | \ ire; 
Murray, rt. hon. J. A. Young, J , 
| y ‘ 4 
Nicholl, J. J I } bat 
‘R ‘ « } | i to t il 
O’Brien, W.S C | Sit GW i ; 
; ; 4 dn ‘ : 
Parker, J st a Re } ‘ { } Ta 
i of t} 
j t A ti iS SUS Liiad 
Ro] | r) nf | : 
Bill thrown out. | \ 5 ~ 4 1 
j ‘ l | 
j OXI ) | il \ 
Custropy oF INrants.] Mr. Sergeant} have a ss to her children, and his (Sit 
J \ 


Talfourd moved, that the Custody of} E. Si en’ 1 was, that s UO 
Infants Bill be read a third time. | to ' hat a _ but they could not 


Sir £. Sugden, in opposing the motion, | h it by legislatis ins, tl doption 

. ] } , a a ‘ ei . . re ipa: i, ae 
said, he believed, that few bills of a public | of which 1 ld y luce a great deal mor 
nature had been more canvassed for than ’ 1 the g il pl le than of 
} . ’ , "I . | , } : 1 

| the passing of this bill, and that might |] ¢ n | iculal f the wife, 

account for the small minority, as com- | said, rdered access to het dren 
pared with the majority, on the last divi- [1 1, he would havin 
sion on the questi li. Howevs r, as this , | h | eh it N ' id 
was not, and could not be, a party matter, | | 1 tii 


| he would state to the House why he ob- | w ret In order ahtain»t nefit 
: jected to this measure. ‘The law of EF lof the rule of court which ordered her the 
land, whether wisely or unwisely, had put laccess? Was she to take a cottage in the 


{ 
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neighbourhood of her husband’s residence | tinuancs 


} F . P 1 
in order to have the opportunity of visiting | especial 
them 
was denied by t 


by the judge, 


< aCe 
once in each week P When access |} 


ind permitted neonven 


os. 


affidavits 
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of the pres nit practice was 
rec ilculated to det at that 


It had been 


a ree, 


1elic¢ ] 


to which disputes between 


Mal 


: , 1 ' | . 5 : : a , thease} 
wile should conceive herseil red persol $s Gave Tis i) ¢ ce nied that th 
acgrieved by her husband—sh | fa t was so, and, at all events, the bill 
sider his conduct to be, pel ien before the House would tend mucl 
harsher than it really has been, anc iore to diminish than to increase the evil: 
hei best to Impress h own VIeWs ide ¥ thut t] proce lings would con 
minds of her childr The children wi fore, nota private but a publie tribunal 
be brought up in that unnatural d tl judges, thou h be 1 the time 
depl rab state of want of lov Wie at \ hich | ission has much influence 
dence intheirparents. ‘1 ould still la ( nd as father nd 
his best to blacken the mother in their | they would) ki w to deal with eri 
eyes, the mother will do her best to} mu y afhdavits a men uncon. 
blacken the fath« ind the children will | vieted of adultery; they would know how 
be reluctantly compelled to admit the sad | to di il with husbands who denied to then 
conviction. that t father nor mother | innocent wives the last happiness which a 
is entitled to their esteem if this ef ct | in cireul inced cé 1 enjo 
be not wholly produced, t ldrei Vill ja ol er child Vhe mother of an 
be at le utterly it lulv estra d Ih timat child cou l not ! reiu ed at 
from one of their p Ss. He, theref re, | c i that \ ch he demanded w 
believed, { i hi hie d | -| eV ) Pla ¢ the in ( if matron I 
posed ch nee would | nvthn it bene- | i foot ne of eqt ality with her wh ), In Sure 
fict | ( chil i anda, t| th i | na l | I cl stit ( up the best 
hand, that it would tend t make that | saferuard « | oth Virtue but he 
separation eternal which was now only | merce! juired, that the matron should 
tempo Lie bh richt | , ntleman | ! p! ( on tit ( hing like that 
concluded by moving, that the bill be read } of which t her of an illegitimate 
a third time that day six months. fehild « dvan That was 

Mr. Se nt Tal id, t \ what he I i right hen 
something very extraordinary in the oppo- | Frien ( 1 further to say 
sition of hi rht hon. | id after tl that this was a q n on which thi 
result of former divis , after a majority | House had not been vassed Indeed 
of four to oO loa ie hat \ S Ccer- } ite of { lou at that moment 
ta nly not cany sed Hi i not mMe- pl ed t! t rt » | nda ad W Ol 
plain of this resistance tot we, but | d t; b he hoped, nevert less, that 
, 1 
he must state, as a matter o t, tha e; the feei ( Tr ymmon nature, and 
was not pre] 1 for it The sense of | th la prineip ustice would 
the House had been three times express d | trium; over il ( tificial ve 
upon the measure, and he confessed it did | lr. Langa posed the measure, ¢ 
occasion Dim: no small surp tO percely i round that it \ ( jury lo | 
that his nicht hon. Friend now thought fit ex for wl a i t was Intended 3 
to divide upon the third reading He | he thought, mi vel laid | 
could only account for tl position by | dissolving the rriage tie, in addition 
supposing, that his right hon. Friend re- | inflicting inj upon the children, who 
garded the evils against which the} wet fF nec ity innocent. He never 
bill was directed as the me bug- | read a bill more fallacious in its principle. 
bears of the imagination of th mover, and In hi Opinion, th present state of thi 
as having no su tral KIster¢ Phe law favoured reconciliation between hu 
opponents of the bill talked about the un- | band and wife, who might for a timc have 
soundness of that legislation which was di- | separated, while the bill would promot 
rected against particular ¢ s—surely all | separation and litigation. There was at 


laws were m ide to mect particular cases, | least one sa 


Chey as EH continue to inflict | cecdin 
torture, in order, as they said, that the in- | vices of th 
tegrity of the marriage tie might be main- | fere with 1 


| 


tained, while, as he would contend, the con- | 


NY yy 
aril’. iF ¢ 


tact } 
Ll 


sfactory feature in the pro 


micht favour the 


I 
rit h, it would not much 


how? VET 

tel 
. | , * 

ue morais Of th poor. 


ved supported the bill, because 
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Barron 





— 


Sr SE NIE 


% 


RAEN, 


SPEEA pa TERNS 





LRNE RES 


| 17 Custody of Infant 


he did not anticipate any of the evil con- 
sequences which the last speaker appeared 
to apprehend - so far from favouring, he 


thought it would prevent divorce ; neither 
did he think that it would Oj LY 
obstacle to reunion between husband and 
wife. 

Mr. Warburton said, that al 


right hon. Gentleman opposite had t 
the unpopular side of this question, 


though it could not be denied that the 


and learned Gentleman who had bi i| 
forward, had succeeded in enlisting in i 
favour the majority of Men in that 
Ilouse, and the majority of perso. 

that House, who had tho »ht upon 


subject, yet he (Mi 
his duty to support the right hon. Gentle- 


Inan Opposite (Sil I° Sueden), reel 
as he did, in the opinion he had ex) 

as to the pl »bable effect f tl [ 
was their duty to look tot J 

of everv law, and his decided 0; 
respecting this bill Se t 
operate unfavourably for the « 

Giving to a mother the } I , 
restrained intercou with her child 
would be ClVit het n yportul 
enlisting their support and feelings against 
an injured husband, where it 


} ! ] ~ 
pened that the husband was the ager 
party; and, although unpopular to do 


t 
he should vote against the third readi 
this bill. 
Mr. Leader was surprised to hea 
hon. Member for Bridport say he op; 
the bill, on the ground that he wi 


protect the interests of the children, Sui 
those interests were not protected | 
the present law. On the contrary, t! 
as well as th 


Interests and feelings of th 


mother, were, by the present law, l 
overlooked, as might be observed fron 
petition lately presented to the House { 


a lady named Green, stating that she had | 


separated from her husband, in « 


quence of his living with another womai 


under a fictitious name; that he would 
not allow her to have access to her chil- 


1 


dren; and that, nevertheless, the Court, | 


on application, 
her behalf. He could not co 
fore, how the 
his sanction to this measure, or how an 
one could think for a moment of ad- 
vocating the continuance of 
law. 


hon. Member coul 


The House divided :—Avyes 60: Noes 


14 :— Majority 46. 


refused to int rfer in | 
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in Seotland; and from Cupar, for an cxtension of the 
Suffrage.—By Sir W. JAmes, from Electors of Hull, 
complaining of being Disfranchised by a decision of an 
Election Committee.—By Mr. Warpurton, from Brid- 





port, for the Extension of Edueation to all Classes.—By 
Mr. BAINES, seve! wainst further Endowments to the 
Seotch Churech,— By Mr. LEADER, from a Congregation 
of Seceders in Lochwinnoch, to the same effeet.—-By Mr. 


H. Gratran, from Meath, against the renewal of the 
Charter of the Bank of Ireland.—By Mr. Lirron, from 
a parish in ‘Tyrone, against the present system of Na- 
tional Education in Ireland. 

Necro Apprenticesiip.}] Lord John 
Russell: In pursuance of the notice | 
gave last evening, I now beg to ask the 
hon. Baronet, the Member for Warwick- 
shire, (Sir E. Wilmot) whether it is his 
intention to move for leave 


a bill, or to take any other measure 
founded upon the resolution of the other 
evening ? 

Sir Eardley 
the noble 


sure depend 


\iy answer to 
in a great mea- 
reply which he 
will give to a question which IT shall take 
the liberty of putting to him. The Com- 
mons of England have Ore d to a reso 
lution in favour of the immediate and 
entire abolition of the apprenticeship sys- 
tem in the West Indies. It is a great 
national question -one of the greatest 
and most important that has been dis- 
| many years. I beg, therefore, 


cussed for 
to ask the noble Lord whether or not it is 


Wilmot z 
Lord must 
upon the 


his intention to do anything to carry the 
resolution of the House into effect, or 


anything to annul or rescind it ? 

Lord John Russell: My answer to the 
question is this—that considering that the 
motion of the hon. Baronet, the SLembe1 
fur Yorkshire, (Sir George Strickland) 
was decided a very full House against 
the proposition for the immediate and en- 
tire abolition of the apprenticeship system, 
it is my opinion that it will not be neces- 
sary for the Government to take any step 
to annul or rescind the resolution adopted 
the other evening. I stated upon a late 
occasion, and also upon a ial occa. 
sion, that respect to any bill that 
might be introduced founded upon such a 
resolution the Government would certainly 
give their most strenuous opposition to it. 
Therefore | caunot be expected to move 
for leave to bring in a bill in pursu 
the resolution adopted the other evening. 
But this 1 will say, that if the hon. Ba- 
Wilmot) proposes to follow 


with 


ronet (Sir FE. 
it up by moving for leave to bring in a 
bill, he shall have the very 
in my power 


If any steps 


earliest diy 
for submitting his motion. 
are to be taken at all, it 


ince of 
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bring in| 
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must be obvious to every one that they 
ought to be taken at once; therefore, if 
the hon. Baronet proposes to come forward 
with any measure upon the subject, he 
shall have Monday next for the pur- 
yose. 

Sir Eardley Wilmot: The House must 
be aware that this important question, 
in the hands of so humble an individual 
as myself, requires great and deliberate 
consideration. | therefore tell the noble 
Lord that I shall not to-night inform him 
what course I intend to pursue; but on 
Monday next I will give him a direct 
answer, 

Lord John Russell: Let me only say, 
that I really hope the hon. Baronet will 
distinctly intimate his determination at the 
earliest possible moment. Tle must be 
aware that the part he has taken with 
respect to this question, makes his deter- 
mination, whether to leave the resolution 
upon the journa!s of the House without 
submitting any further proposition upon 
the subject, or to bring in a bill or take 
any other measure founded upon the reso. 
lution of the utmost consequence to the 
West Indies, and I may also say to the 
peace and welfare of the apprenticed ne- 
g2roes the 


Sir EKardley Wilmot: 1 


*TLIS¢ Ives. 

"y assure the 
noble Lord that nothing on earth = shall 
prevent me from giving the earliest pos- 
sible notice of the course I intend to 
pursue. Meantime the Lord may 
rely upon this, that the principle embodied 
in the resolution of the other evening shall 
be strictly adhered to by me in any mea- 
sure | may introduce. 

Mr. Gladstone: J hope the hon, Ba- 
ronet will not think it too much if I put 
another question to him. If understand 
he intends to follow up the resolution 

Tuesday last to the very utmost; and 
ne his views upon the sub ject I entirely 
concur in the propriety of his doing so. 
But I wish to know from the hon. Ba- 
ronet—-it will be for him to answer me or 
not as he thinks proper—I wish to know 
from him, or, rather, in the first place, I 
wish to direct his attention to the fact, 
that the packets to the West Indies will 
sail on the last day of the month; that is 
to say, on Thursday next. Is it, then, too 
much to ask him to give a promise that 
he will bring this question to an issue 
before the packets saul. 

Sir Eardley Wilmot, the hon. Gentle 
| man, the Member for Newark, (Mr. Glad- 
| stone) has mistaken the answer I gave to 


noble 
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the question of the noble Lord. I said, ! 
that on Monday next I would distinctly 
declare what course I intended to pursue. 
Sir Robert Peel: It certainly is Most 
unfortunate that upon a matter so involv- 
ing the feelings and interests of a large 
class of her Majesty’s subjects, particu- 
larly open to excitement and to the enter- 
tainment of false expectations, the hon. 
Baronet is not prepared to state t} 
he intends to pursue. I put entirely out 
of the question, as a subordinate matt 
only, though still one of vorv considerable 


course 


importance, the interests of the West 
India proprietors. What I would 
is the position of the apprenticed labourers, 
and the possibility that they may be led 
into violations of the | 


point ou 


uv from misun- 


derstanding of what are the intentions of 
Parliament. If the hon. Baronet should 
state to-night that lhe meant to bring for- 
ward a measure upon the subject, tlicre 
would be an opportunity of full discussion 
upon the motion for leave to briny it in, 
when all misunderstanding upon the matter 
might be cleared up. But sup} osing the 
hon. Baronet should say, “ I will content 
myself with leaving the resolution on the 


) 
fi 





journals of the House, and will found no 


measure upon it,’ then I very much fear, 
unless some distinct, particular measure 
be taken for expressing the sentiments of 
this House in some way or other, miscon- 
ceptions will arise; and it may becom 
absolutely essential, for the sake of hu- 
manity and the preservation of innocent 
life, that we should declare what is the 
positive intention of the Legislature. 

Mr. Baines: I understand that it is 
not the intention of the hon. Baronet (Sir 
E. Wilmot) to occasion any delay beyond 
Monday. After having made so distinet 
a declaration upon a subject requiring so 
much deliberation, I think it is 
sary that he should be urged further by 
either side of the House; but that the 
matter should be fairly left to his own dis 
cretion, under an assurance that he will 
pursue the course most likely to conduce 
to the interest of the West Indies and the 
welfare of the apprentices. 

Lord John Russell: T must still state 
that I think the hon. Baronet may very 
well be able to declare to-morrow the 
course he intends to pursue ; and I repeat 
now that I shall be prepared to meet him 
on Monday upon any specific motion lh 
may choose to bring forward. If the hon. 
Baronet shall not be prepared to make 


any declaration to-morrow, | to 


not neces< 


reserve 


Y 





no 
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stating to the 
think the Governe- 


myself the privilege of then 
House what course | 


ment will ta 


DanxisH Chal } Myr. Creswell rose 
to brine tl Petition on tl claims of 
certain part! for Cor pensation for 
tl loss of property by the Danish war 
under the « ration ¢ e Hou 
Before he s the circumst: 3 whi 
h dl | d { i] | tith i m | m to 
( i ! polog 101 1s pI ption in 
undertaking ha dut ‘ 1? after 
he had 101 ol ; tin 1 LTouse 
the 7 t nt to ii dsj pre- 
sented it matter vse. He vy 
then app t vo turtle and brin 
the questi re the Efous was dis- 
posed to d uch a du but it wa 
repre ented ft that t first gnature 
to th etitio vas that lara 
firm in the town he had the honour to 
I pre t | t] at many ol the othe r 
names tt d to it were LiOSs¢ of mer- 

hants of Hull, atown with which he had 


| 
honour of an ofhcial connexion. 
) 


Though he thought th 


u matter would have 
been better in th hands of 


more expe 


"oF 1 . j 
rienced Member, still, as the petitioners 
considered that he micht be of use to them, 
he consented to be the medium of calling 


the attention of the House 


stated these 
would proceed to state the erounds upon 
oucht to 


which he thoucht the Hous 


to the matter. 


Having circumstances, he 


grant the prayer of the petition. It was 
well known to every Member of the House 
that a nevotiation for peace with France 
was set on foot by Mr. Fox in 1806, and 


that the war was iwaln ( 1 with 
, ; } 

nd hatred on the part 

this country had 
their side, but in 

year the prid 


} . . “les 9 ° 
and glory of Prussia was bumbled, and in 


mmMmene 
increased bitterness 
of Nap le i. 


Prussia and 


| he nh 
Russia on 


{ 


the campaign of the same 
the following year the power of Russia 
was crippled, and she al “uNXxtous 
The Berlin decree was issued, 
they what the 


SO be ime 
for peace. 


and then were informed 


measures of N ipoleon were for the over- 
throw of the commercial prospe rity of this 
country. The French and the Spanish 
navies had been annihilated by Lord 


Nelson; but it was found that 
was taking measures fe 
fleet of Denmark. It was four 


the troons of 


= s 
Napoleon 
1s oe ep, » 

ir tne seizure of the 
id, that 

assembli 
whicel 
ostensibk 
and then 


Iran e were 





ng on 
" 


Hambur the neutrality of had 


violated. They had ho 
to overrun Holstein 


peen 


object bit 
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the navy of Denmark would have been in | 
the power of Napoleon, who might have 
used it to intercept our commerce. nder 
these circumstances it seemed good to the 
British Government that they should send 
out a powerful armament to invite the 
Danes to place their ships under our pro- 
tection, till a peace should be concluded, 
or to bring them home to this country. 


Soon after that, an embargo was laid on all 


Danish ships. The expedition sailed— | 
the Danes refu ed the requc st that was 
made to them, and in the result the whole 


of their navy was fitted out in their own] 
dockyards by British sailors, and brought 
home to this country. It was to have been | 
expect d that ovr enemies would take ad- 
vantage of that opportunity of raising a 
cry against Great Britain: aud 

i 


wrt 
accorda- 


ingly all the world resounded th cries of | 
our want of faith. The Government of | 
that day put forth a statement of 1e | 
motives by which they were accuated, and | 
which they deemed to be their justifica- | 
tion. That document was dated the 25th | 
of September, 1807, and it was important | 
as showing under what circumstances Bri- | 
tish merchantmen were brought into peril, 
and as showing what was gained by this | 
country which caused so much loss to those | 
individuals. He did not wish to enter into| 
the question at all of how far the Govern- 
ment of that day were justitied or not, 
because he wished this to be received not | 
asa party question, and he felt that he 
could not enter into any discussion of that | 
statement, without exciting a party dis- 
cussion, foreign to the real merits of the 


case. Whatever might be the merits of 
that proceeding no one could be surprised 
that the Danes were displeased at it, and 
they stated that unless satisfaction was 


made, they would make reprisals on Bri- 
tish property within their reach. Ac- 
cordingly they did confiscate British pro- 
perty to a considerable amount, which 
consisted of book debts, and the property 
of British subjects in Denmark, Goods 
and ships in the Baltic were seized. The | 
confiscation of the petitioners’ property | 
took place under these circumstances, and 
and was most undoubtedly owing to the 
Act of the British Government, which Act 
was intended to avert a great danger from 
this nation; and it would, therefore, be 
monstrous to say, that the loss ought to be 
sustained by individuals. ‘To him the 
claims of the petitioners seemed to be 
most equitable. All the authorities upon | 


the subject of the law of nations were in | 
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favour of the claim. Grotius expressly 
said, that ‘those who gave occasion to 
reprisals were bound to make compensation 
to those who suffered from them.” But 
that was not the ouly authority on which 
he relied. Matthieu, in his second book, 
eighth chapter, also said, that “ the Sove- 
reign ought to compensate those of his 
subjects upon whom reprisals fell.’ He 
should be astonished if any Gentleman 
would say, that the country at large ought 
to participate in the advantages of the 
measure, and not also bear a part of the 
loss. If the loss of those sufferers could 
be attributed to any fault or negligence of 
their own, 1t would be a different thing ; 
but at the time when their property was 
thus seized upon, they could have no 
reason to apprehend a war with Denmark. 
So far from this, it will be found, on re- 
ference to Parliamentary documents of 
that date, that no increase of premium 
was required at the British Insurance 
Offices upon the goods and ships of those 
merchants. Indeed, even the Proclamation 
of the Commanders of the British navy 
contained nothing to raise a suspicion that 
a war with Denmark was contemplated by 
the British Government. So far from it, 
that proclamation stated, that they came 
as friends and protectors, not as enemies, 
and to prevent those who were disturbing 
the peace of Europe from turning the 
naval force of Denmark against England ; 
and it also gave assurance that the British 
merchantmen might continue to navigate 
the Baltic unmolested. But the case did 
not rest here. [t should be remembered, 
that the British Government seized and 
took possession of Danish property, which 
ultimately produced the sum of 1,300,0007. 
Under what pretence ? 
at that time? No. 
make reprisals ? 


Were we at war 
Had we any right to 
{ nquestionably not. He 
invited any hon. Member to state any cir- 
cumstances which could justify the seizure 
of that Danish property, unless it was for 
the purpose of creating a fuud out of 
which compensation might be made to the 
subjects of this country for anticipated 
reprisals of the Danes? What complaint 
had been made to Denmark? What wrong 
had Denmark committed?) What justice 
had she denied? And what right then 
bad this country to seize her property 
unless to make compensation to British 
subjects who might suffer from the Acts 
which the British Government thought 
essential for the welfare of the empire ? 
In addition to the natural justice of the 
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case, according to the law of nations, there | would now complete this act of justice 
was therefore a fund which could not | hich had bee: thily commenced by 
with equity applied to any ¢ r purpos ] pred ~ Hew sure 
ERE yy pur] 
than that to which he sought to apply that there could ” sh on their part 
portion of it. To acertain extent, that ct parti ly byt petitioners, or unju 
fund. or a substitut for 1 had lread to any one, and! { 1! e han 
been so applied On fol r occasions, the | cell ( t! he j what had al 
House had granted compe { to t } ( : nv of the 
who lost their goods 1 mar then tose leed bx 
book debts; but it was denied to t! ’ mast ae; ats 
had lost their s! i} , and § t ir t f t had 
vessels. Was it not absu t} pro- ae 
perty—part of tl ding ¢ \ ie 
was landed comp t e 
eranted, and that f nder of ¢ ere 
lading of the same \ l, how ti] eat f ey a 
landed, no com) tion to | 
lowed ? It ould not be s a. 4 t t] y : } tte] 


plication came too late, for it had been d {did not 
cided by the Hot thi that M- t ve, stat 
pensation should tl 
sufferers; but it had been sucg 1, that hich | clhid is addres 





there had been ne riven mn tl ] i - | e ] solr I 
these shipoy 5 , t |} , ry his 
. P . ¥ 7 y , 
msured their | ‘operty. L however, f¢ ‘ t ‘ | ' ‘ not ’ n t 
had a just claim upon the justice of thi t ith the pe- 
House, this was 1 swer to laim. | ti February, whether it 


If two vessels came into collision, true— ! w tentl ray t ther com- 
the owners of the injure i vessel ! nt re- »t ( lms for po 
cover compensation if she and her « Oo} ¢ | 


were insured: but this was no answer t turned out to be the se, It was his inten 


an action for damages against the owners! tion to pray, that the compensation might 
of the other vessel. So in the case of an! be extended to the of ships, and ear 


action for damages by fire against the hun- | ox board shi; ilis hon. Friend 
dred. These were the circumstane that | havi tated to the Flouse, that he 
had led to the petition, and he had stated him: to th tter | tion, it 


them as bri fly as p ssible nd | » trusted | | I his ¢ Vv t t that to that pro- 
when the House remembered this was a! ] ion, it might be to 
peril into which British subjeec “el Fr sufl 1 on that 
brought, in order to eain a ereat national ( y thi hat- 
obieet, and avert a creat national d r { ( { t with re 
when, moreover, a fund had been provided with regard to 
which was amp! th rpo ! { t tT san 
trusted the Hous ou o alon ( nd had 
him in adepti { m 1 \ | mm celebrated 
hould ( nelud hat n | able [ i th 

be pre ented to her 3 J sty, pray ing hat | I a ist t t tl ( ncetlon— 
her Maye Sty Wi be ora Th ly i | See ta if io l ] a ) ot, if 
direct the Commissioners to whom it w { thein t —that the distine- 
referred, to examine the claims for | 1 zed, that that 
sustained on account of book debts and} w “i i nof tl law of nations 
coals on shore, in 1 i; to xamil hi i ct to ¢ ; re and book 
claims of thos wio ustaine i los oO . { viol n t » law of 
count of the sei ! ) ] Pp na ¢ ( s ! 
by the Danish ( verul 1 the | | It Vy 1 
yea nad that t hic said Commisstonei | | 7 on t itry 
report on such claims to the Lords Com- he habit of acting: ft the earliest 
missioners of her ty’s bEreasury doit ! é stem 


Mr. Blacketl, in’ secondi 





sincerely hoped, that her 
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it had invariably acted. Now, however 
that distinction might have had its origin, 
they could see forcible reasons why it 
might be justly and fairly maintained, 
because it was a usage universally ob- 
served—and he did not use the word in 
an exaggerated sense — to ensure ships, 
and to ensure the cargoes against all the 
perils not only of the sea, but of the king’s 
enemies, to whic h they mig ht be « XPOs d. 
That practice was not only universal in 
ordinary cases, but had become universally 
the custom at the time this transaction 
took place, and when the war had been 
raging between France and this country 
for years. His learned Friend had said, 
that the Government had already given 
compensation in the case of losses by book 
debts and goods on shore. Why did they 
do so? Beeause the act of the Danish 
Government in respect of those transac- 
tions was an act in violation of the law of 
nations. It was not consistent with the 
law of nations that the goods on shore at 
Copenhagen, or the book debts, should be 
confiscated because a war had broken out. 
Such a principle as that could not be ap- 
plied to the present case, nor did his 
learned Friend attempt to apply it. He 
made his application in the present in- 
stance upon totally distinct grounds. He 
had stated, that the reason he asked for 
compensation was, not that the Danish 
Government had done anything, which, 
by the usages of war, they were not justi- 
fied in doing, but he called on the House, 
in the year 1838, to give compensation, 
because the Government had embarked 
in an unlawful war in 1807. lf com- 
pensation were to be given in such a 


case, he wished to know where it was to 


stop. If, in 1838, it was competent for | 


parties to put forward such claims for the 
first time, it was impossible to know where 
it would end. The claimants for the book 
debts, and the goods on shore went upon a 
very different principle. ‘They always put 
their claim upon the ground that it was 
not liable to the objectic n of the ship 
claimants. They claimed on the ground 
of a violation of the law of nations. His 
learned Friend had stated his case shortly 
and clearly ; he had attempted to state his 
reply in the same manner; he had been 


f COMMONS} 





short, perhaps he had not been clear, but | 


he had endeavoured to beso. The ground 


upon which the Government resisted the | 
claim was, that the present could not be | 


put on the same ground as the other claim- 
ants, Was it possible, that thirty-one 
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years after a war had taken place, the 
House should go into an enquiry into the 
conduct of this country in entering into 
that war? If the House were to go into 
such an inquiry as to the Danish war, 
where were they to stop? Some might 
thiuk, that we were very wrong in enter 
ing into the war of 1756, others might 
complain of the 1 eginning of the American 
war, and call for an ing juiry, asking for 
compensation for all those who had lost t by 
the conduct of this country in enterine 
into such wars. If proof were wanted of 
the law of nations being in the state that 
he had put it, he would cite the continual 
treaties made between two nations at peace 
—that if a war should unhappily | ai u 
out, no ship should be seized until s 

months after the ioctenitiea. These Ss 
ties would be rendered totally unnecessary 
if the law of nations proy ided for the case. 
He had shortly stated, the ground was 
clearly distinguishable from the case of 
the other claimants, and he trusted, that 


he had shown the extreme inexpediency of 


entertaining the motion before the House, 
Mr. Hutt must do the hon. and learned 
Gentleman (the Solicitor-General) the 
justice to say, that he had not occupied 
the House unnecessarily with any argu- 
ment; but more imbecile or futile argu- 
ments he had never heard the hon. and 
learned Gentleman put forth, The learned 
Gentleman had stated, that this was the 
first occasion on which the attention of 
the House had been called to those claims 
which arose out of the confiscation of 
Why, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer must recollect, that on no less 
than three occasions had the House divided 
on it. The hon, and learned Gentleman, 
the Solicitor-General, had not combatted 
successfully one single argument adduced 
by the hon. and learned Member Opposite 
‘There was one material point, Lawever. 
which the hon. and learned Solicitor- 
General had rather misunderstood. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman opposit e did 
not say, that the seizure of British goods 
and ships in the Danish harbour was an 
act contrary to the law of nations—it went 
to this, that that seizure having taken 
place, it was incumbent on this country to 
give compensation to those who were suf- 
ferers by it. He considered that this was 
& Most important distinction. He remem- 
bered, that on a former occasion, there 
were objections taken to compensation, on 
the ground that the case was similar to 
one in which a ship sailing on the higl 
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seas was seized in consequence of hostili- | claimants had ae. aoe 


ties having commenced in the meantime. ! than the resow 

He thought, however, that the case was | his fat ( ( ne it} 

entirely distinct from any such parallel. | suffered n u 

The goods of the petition 1 vere ized | cumstances. had | +} , 


in the Danish harbours at the time when imants car ti { ty 
this country was suppo-ed to be at peace | years, to the Hi 

with Denmark, and in time of peace be- | there had been no « { ( 

came the ageressor. Ti Briti h con i fies i l ! - | ims 
was at the time resident in the Dani 

port, and Admiral Gambi ve lie 
to those vessels to saul. i} ritish ¢ 


vernment, however, upon some pr 


which he did not understand, aud did not 
think necessary to discuss, thouel 


to seize the Danish {] t, and carry 
vessels to En: land 


y 
firmed, that this was not a hostile measure, | wa ison | istice, i] 


but one of prot ction and friendship. | | I l | 

this assurance, the British merch r 
trading in the Baltic had ih | 

vessels entered Dani h h rl ours, (i f {  « t} 

acts of aggression were committed, t] " usly = and for th 

vessels were seized and confiscated by an! \ iin \ } hey Ww ocam » that 

exasperated enemy. And, under these} House, which had so often redr 

circumstances, would any Member main-!| wrongs of the inju 


tain, that the case was at all similar to that | that the representative: Great Britain 
ofa ship going from a distant port being | would not now withhold them 1 


carried away by an enemy, hostilitics Mr. Jngham said, the hon. Gentleman 
having, in the meantime, been commenced? | opposite had overlooked the prit claim 
= i t 


This country attacked Deumark without | on behalf of the shipowner. Ever 
any declaration of war, without even pre- | must admit, that i case of awar bre 
tending that any offence had been com-| out, although by the usage of n 
mitted, only upon the plea of State neces- | goods might be sei 

sity. Was not this exactly the cas to us 

had been referred to by the celebrated = of ly 5, t ( nd book del 
writers on the international law, by whom. T! ‘oument rned 
it was laid down, that in such a ca-e, th fea ry iver had " 

State was bound to make compensation to. fully is put, that it 1 

its subjects. The Solicitor-General had = main fresh in the mind of every one. Thi 


endeavoured to draw a distinetion between ! rt ZUre 


ships or goods on board ships ;—and goo il Lb 
which had been transferred to the shore. | reprisal— tion on the part 
No such distinction was to be found in| | ] C4 t} 


+ 

i = 
those eminent writers—-Vattel and Grotius | the S oe 
—both of whom laid it dov 
terms, that the State is bound to make. t sessions | 
compensation to its subjects for wrongs ized | pat , where the Go 


= 
v 
J 


arising from reprisals which have been nment granted tl] m ,( 

provoked by the State. If the case went | was of naller d ‘iption than the pre- 
no further than this, he submitted, that the | sent Cherefore, not « was the case 
claims were fairly made out ; but at the | on the principles of justice, perfect 

time when the seizures of British property | but he thought his hon. and learned Friend 
vere made, the British Government seized | had brought forward an exact pn 
a far larger amount of Danish property ' 
this country; and the proceeds of this | The only other objection 






property was for some time applied to the | urged n the score of rev 

compensation of these sufferers. Phat he would «the right | 

fund was now dissipated, under the sanc- | opposite hi | sid ce 

tion of the British Legislature, and the | tain cept by extending bes 
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financial 


the country ? 


ich to 


the commerce of 


would tend so m promote 


prosperity as the Government coming for- 
vard on all occasions to indemnify the 
mereantile and maritime interests wher- 
ever they were si ized by foreign states. 


ray? } { PS } - 
Lhe Chancellor of the I reheque } said, 


] } , TAN 

there was something necessary beyond a 
Government being liberal—it must be just 
also. Just, not only in the sense of giving 


countenance to reasonable claims, but in- 





exorably just in resisting claims which ap- 
neared to it without foundation, and whicl 
ould not be cone ded witl ut th intro- 
duction of a principle of the most d: 
ous nature. lle would take the liberty of 
looking ba k at the hist ry ¢ f this ¢ d 
he would bring before the Hiouse what the 
linisters had done, and he would justify 
them in the course they were now taking 
| p to the year 1834, it Was clear, that the 


had 1} made a matter of incf- 


zyole in Parliament. His hon. 
him, 


que stion een 
fectual stru; 
Friend who sat below 
differed with him more broadly, 

full statement of the case, declare, that he 
(the Chancellor of the Exchequer) showed 
no disinclination to state the grounds 
which they had acted. in the year 1834, 
the question - brought under the con- 
sideration of the House, when Earl Spencer 
was Chancellor of the E xchequc Cr. At 


} 


and those who 


ly, would, on 


on 


that 
yx riod,undoubtedly,the motion w asspecially 

true, the propos ition 
undertook to ex: imine 


directer d to bo 0k debts 
which Lord Spencer 
involved : all t b 


debts, 


+) 

three clas ses—namely, bur 
’ 4 5 

groods take n on shore, 

sea board. That, however, was upon the 

; : 3 
understanding that he expressly reserved to 
himself, as was in 


a full power of 


i] 


the 
conside ri oF t] ( 


} 
stated 


cases. Upon the examination of the cases 
DY th« aw ollicers of the Crown. | th h 


ated, gave it a distinct 
with respect tot 


», that was 


opinion, that 
i 
and the good 


-doht 
e bow K GCDtS 


taken on shor¢ a wrong sustamed 


by Britis h subj jects contrary to the lav , the 
declared law of nations; but with r« spect 
to the vrong sustained by the seizure of 
ships and cargoes, that was an ordinary con- 


sequence of war; and there was no viola- 
tion nations in that case. 


{ pon those opinions the Treasury affirmed 


Si te : Re 
of the law of 


that view of the case, and in 1835 a sum 
112,0002. was voted im satisfaction of thi 
book debts, and in 1836 a sum of 78,5271 


iY ad, 


1] t] COMMeHEE 


second 


the 
ted 


4 
voted under 
matte 


Was 


hy id re 
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ment of the present year, when his hon. 
Friend, the Member for | ridport, brought { 
icl differ fro 






forward a case which did not 


1¢ case already referred to in the let 
v° } . . 
Minute, ilowimg persons to come forward 
ind claim within a certain tir Certain 











parties made ou Case TO th satisfaction ol 
the Member for Bridport, but they wei 
exc uded by t} Treasury \linute. IHHis 
hon. Friend then stated among other thin: 
although he could not state the sum that ' 
would | requl 1, that a weel hould b ' 
“liven to th parti » pu 1 their claim ; 

siven, and then cat tl : 

| Ho would | ir- 
t] l he vote cor to uy 
the hon. Member for Brid- 
})] d at 78,0007, but that 
it had actually let in claims to the amount 
of 10,00 Mhat vote, however, admitted 
1O new princink but | th House lool 
to what was tl pr ieipli they were now 
called upon to affirm It was admitted b 
the parti that this seizure wa 10ot ncon- 
sistent with the law of nations; vet they 
were called upon to ailirm, that when h 
tilities broke out, whatever mieht have 
b en the wrongs of the iby ts of thi : 
country,still they were bound to grant com i 
pensation to all parties who suffered from ; 
seizures made under the law of nations 
He called upon them to remember, that th 
former resolution of the House did noi 
contain the pr p sitl n before 'the House 
On the contrary, this was the first im- 
pression, Which had not been formed | 
fore. V is this prop tl 1 to l iffirmed 
on tl lof the war being unju I{ 
they a that proposition, how mucl 
far r were they to O Wet the ) 
Invest te into the origin of every v 
If thev athirme t] proj sition In one wa 
then h Vm! ] led uy to afin l 
in every ( bh ht be « \] d u] 11 
ward ¢ 1} n itl n \ ho had reread j 
from the breaking ot \t ean wil 
or the revolutionary w Iippose tl 
ii 

several of those who were n } titione 
before the Hoi had been insured, an 
had been indemnified by the insurers lon: & 
ago, were they to give indemnity anew to i 
those who had before received i Or wer y 


they to pay back to those ‘ste , who had C 


paid the amount to the assured upwards of { 
thi y years ag y? Lk Vi yuld not use the / 
argu t of time as a bar to a claim whi h 
was Otherwise just, or he would have used n 
It as an argument Must the book debt ti 
I] ih tigation of those cinin - 





t 
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just—became infinitely more diffieulr in 


proportion as the time had run. 


case had occurred in the vear | it. C¥i 


dence might then be adduced, and he might 
have bad the means of controverting it 
but when a case occurred in the year 1807 


he contended the Hous ought not to 





entertain the proposition, except on tl 
most clear and undeniable #1 ls. H 
could not conclude withor ein lea- 
vouring to show to the | in wv 
position all t! \ ; - 
ward. live ry | rs ‘ h t i ( 

every class of p IS 1 » had 
naturally, by the influence which the con- 
stituent had ovei 

means of pressing on the House the f 

and strongest statement on his behalf. O 
the contrary, those who had to rey 

the public, as he did in th a *, had no 
sympathies of that description in then 
favour. Efforts were made on rv sid 
for the purpose Of ma r out a , 
favour of redress; and on the other sid 
there was nothine but the dry abstract 


they would do 


House sanctioned this clati 

that which was unexampled in the history 
of nations. If the House admitted the 
principle of doing this justice to their own 
subjects, for similar reasons Foreign Powers 
would bring forward 
ready enough to do it. 
Was at first represented 
itself. No sooner was the 


reasoning of those who opposed it. If 


cases—they were 


Che Danish casi 


brought forward than cas that wer 
alleged to be similar were also brought for- 

stains : 
ward. This case was brought torward 


upon a new principle 


gverous principle, and he call d upon t 
1 1 


House to resist it, and if the House looked 
forward to the future, and wished to he- 
come fair and legitimate euardians of t] 


public interest and the public purse, they 


would now assist him in resisting the mo- 
tion of the hon. and learned Member f 
Liverpool. 

Sir Walter James: Sir, [I would not 


address the House after the eloquent 
speech of my hon. and learned Friend, 
if IT had not made 
master of all the 
cases, from which I am perfectly convinced 
that justice is on the side of the claimant. 
After the able and lucid statements of 

hon. Friend, the Member for Liverpool—lI 
need not occupy the House any len: th of 
time, but I wish to point out, as brie fly as 


possible, how utterly futile is 
tion attempted to be made 


myself diligently 
circumstances 


my 


the distine- 


Suppose thi 


of the | 








case Of a ship roing out to Denmar th 
: : 
roods on board he meed to thre erent 
, 
persous, the woods of two of the parties 
i - i 
landed, and subsequently seized by tl 
i . - 
1) sh rovernment. j »y Those wo pn 
i 
compensation was ted ad J 
' 1 } } 1 1 
thi most yustly grantea put the pro- 
A I 
' 
or thie third party ‘ I Ss seized 
ril not compensat Phe reason 
i 
ned that the con or those 
| , ; ‘ e% ith 
’ 1 ‘ 
pra ( ] 
L i I ‘ i fie tis 
r } 1) | t} r pl ~ 
i 
f +] } \I | ) lnled cl 
i © 
t! t ! ll I the n rality ol 
1 ] ! 
t l t ey had rreed t { 
) i i FIV ix Nn tn ELE ol 
, ) 
s before 1 propert f andi 
' , 
. i 1) I t ure 
ul his y t east rf t 
I reprisal n [I s 
i i 
tre » the House with otations from 
mae a 
tius Matthieu, or will 


Vatt nor 


[ venture to tread upon s learned 
rround, which would be hazardous to so 


Member as I am. But this case 
it those 
of their property for the good of the whole 
nation. In 180 England committed an 
Denmark, which 
nothing but the extreme circumstances of 
the case could justify. They had i 
handsa large am unt of Danish property, 


youu 


S plain, t] ) op! were deprived 


ict of injustice towards 


which was floating on the Thames, or lying 
other ports of Great Britain The 


proceeds of those seizures had been paid 
t ‘ Tre iSll : and Mr. Perceval it the 
Lil > dethe di tinct statement, t it that 


money had been paid into the Treasury, in 
rder that it might be there to meet the 
h merchants wl 
on it What was the 


hon. Gentleman. the ( hancellor 


demands of Britt 10 had 


result ? 


lequel would correct him if he 


were wrong—-he believed, that an offer 
made by the Danish Government of 

mut ral restitution. Did the English Cr 
vernment accept that offer or not? They 
jected it; and he would ask the richt 


right or just 
that he should 


ion Gentleman, was it 
fused those ofters, 


MavInNe Fre 


now resist the claims of those who were 
justly entitled tocompensation. Might it 


not be asserted, that they had acted fraudu- 


lently, if they now attempted to deprive 


those persons of a just compensation ? TH 
would ouly tl uble the House with one 
further remark. The right hon. Gentle 
man. the Sohertor-General had st ited. that 








es 
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these parties might have protected them- 
selves by insurances. Now, he did not 
think, that the policy would be worth 
much, when the property was destroyed by 
an event not contemplated in’ that policy. 


} 


In conclusion, he trusted that the right 


hon. Gentleman would see the Justice of 


coneedine the claims of these ill-used in. 


dividuals. 





The Altorney- General was sorry he could 
not assent to the proposition put foward 
by the hon. Baronet op osite, fhe h mn 
Bar het ] (dl a full rit {oOo ittack thr 
opinions of the law officers of the Crown, 
and he (the Attorney-General) felt  ho- | 


noured at entering into a contest wit 
him. ‘The hon. Baronet said, that there 
; 


was no distinction between those goods in 
j 
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ships, which were s¢ 17, d, and book-debts | 


and soods seized on shore; and unless he 
(the Attorney-General) could make good 
that distinction, he would give up the 
ease. He had given an opinion, that those 
having claims for book-debts had a right 
to compensation, and upou that opinion, 
the Government acted. He would now 
state the reasons upon which he had given 
that opinion. Those whose book-debts 
were seized, came to the Government and 
said, “The Danish Government has done 
what they had no right to do—we call 
upon you to compel the Danish Govern- 
ment to do us justice—or do us justice 
vourself.” The English Government did 
not compel the Danish Government to do 
them justice, and therefore those whose 


book-debts were seized, had a clear right 
upon the English Government. They 
added, they had po means to indemnify 


themselves “by insurances, for that no in- 
surance would, under the circumstances, 
have held good. It was allowed on all 
hands, that book-debts could not be seized 
—indeed there was ouly one other in- 
stance —an ancient one it was true—upon 
record, and that was the seizure by Alex- 
ander the Great of the debts due by the 
‘Thessalians to the Athenians. Therefore, 
with regard to the cases of the two classes 
of claimants—first, those in respect of book 
debts, and next, those in respect of goods 
seized on shore—there had been a clear 
violation of the law of nations, and those 
two classes had therefore a right to recom- 
pense and indemnity. Let him remind 
hon. Members opposite, that in the year 
1828, when Sir J. Mackintosh brought 
forward this subject, he took the same dis- 
tinction as that for which he was contend- 
ing, and upon which the Government had 
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acted, and that high authority on such a 
subject admitted, that the owners of ships 
and cargoes seized on the high seas, had no 
claim whatsoever to compensation, because 
that seizure had been made in conformity 
with the law of nations. It had been said, 
that the seizure had been made when there 
was no war. No, he contended at that 
time there was flagrans bellum, and that 
after this c untry had bombarded the 
Danish city, the Danish Government did 
that which they were justified in doing,— 
VIZ.. they seized all Enelish ships and car 
covs in the ports. In tl 
no violation of the 
again, the owners of those ships and car- 


lis, there had been 
law of nations ; and 


goes might have indemnified themselves by 
insurances. Some of them had indeed ef- 
fected insurances, and those insurances had 
been paid, and what right, after a lapse of 
thirty years, had those parties to come for- 
ward and ask for compensation? If the 
attempt now made, was to be sanctioned 
by the House, the greatest mischiefs would 


| arise. The attempt rested solely on the 


proposition, that the original attack on 
Copenhagen was unjust, and uncalled for, 
and therefore that the Government of the 
country ought to recompense the sufferers 
from losses arising from a mistaken policy. 
Now, he fearlessly stated, that no such 
principle could be found in Vattel, Gro- 
tius, Puffendorf, and other authorities on 
this subject. But it should be remem- 
bered that upon motion, and after dis 
cussion, the House of Commons held the 
Copenhagen expedition to have been jus 
tified upon good and sound grounds, and 
therefore the argument arising from that 
proposition must fail. Coneeciving, then, 
there was a broad distinction between the 
claims which had been disposed of, and 
those now before the House, he held the 
latter to be untenable. 

Mr. Clay wished to correct a misappre- 
hension on the part of the Attorney- 
General, who said, that this was the first 
ceccasion when these claims had been 
brought before the House; whereas two 
years ago he had brought them forward 
and only failed by the small majority of 
eight. It was with deep regret that he 
still found the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the Government persevere in their 
refusal to recognize these claims, resting 
as they did upon the broadest grounds, a: 
well of humanity as of justice. The op 
position now offered to them was precise] 
the same as that which had been offered on 
former occasions. What was the nature o! 


+ oferta 
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that opposition? It was said,—‘ The 
claims which we have admitted, the book 
debts and the goods on shore,’—by the way 
when his hon. Friend took credit for having 
conceded these claims, he (Mr. Clay) 
would remind the House that it was under 
the gentle compulsion of a strongly ex- 


pressed opinion on the part of the [ouse— | 


? 


it was said, that the seizure of these book 
debts and goods on shore was contrary to 
the law of nations ; but the seizure of the 
property for which indemnity is no 


claimed is in conformity with the law. of 


nations, and if these claims are conceded | 


a dangerous precedent would be established. 
He much doubted, though he would no 
enter into authorities on the 
whether the seizure of the book debts and 


eoods on shore was so contrary to the law 


> a 
Sil! ec 


of nations, or at least so infinitely more 


opposed to the law of nations, than the 
seizure of ships in cargo. 
the smallest degree necessary In his ease 
that he should make out that point. The 
Attorney-General had said that the seizure 
of the book debts and the ¢ 


ods on s!} ore 
was contrary to the law of nations, and 
the British Government was entitled to 
call upon the Danish Government up¢ 
the return of peace, to compensate British 
subjects for the seizure so made. ‘ihe 
British Government failed in that, and 
therefore British subjects had a fair claim 
upon their own Government. Now, in 
this argument, the Attorney-General 
seemed to have forgo ten that the Danish 
Government were called upon for thos 
very book debts, and goods on shore, and 
by the treaty of Kiel, Denmark admitted 
the right of indemnity to those British 
subjects whose book debts and goods on 


shore had been seized. That these claims 
had not been enforced against the Danish 
Government was noanswer. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer talked of the 
danger of establishing a precedent of com- 
pensation for the consequences of ‘ ordin- 
ary warfare.” Why this warfare wa 
wholly unparalleled, and he hoped that no 
future page of British history would be 
polluted by the record of such an action— 
As to the seizure of the Danish navy, he 
made no comment. It was diflicult to 
enter into the feclings of a people under 
the pressure of a warsuch as that in which 
England was then engaged—-But it was 
the atrocious act of seizing 320 Danish 
merchantmen in our harbours upon the 


It was not in| 
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which he hop 1 the futus 


i rit un would fur is! Ho pra 
ry 


hon. and Jearned \ttor Cy 1 | 
said that the claim ts meht har | 
tected themsels by Insuran : \ 
what were the facts \t tl , {| 
hay ent out, the country ia { 
OF | found pe 3 It \ I he hab 
ay nts to Insure then ‘ ut and 
hoi but tl : ure thr 
on the hom rd \ celvil 
idy ces th t thie ipl (i if S On 
ho rd Vac ASS l | { 
mut. the fen contri th no 
il Ces could t] » be efi t i 
Olt rout to the Daltr that inder- 
Wi would that time have undertaken 
I il he hesitated 1 uld, that 
th i 1t1 hy nerchantm VN chi t t] it 
time went to the Daltie had | panned 
i 
inc ided int il tuation f hi | 
{ ald not ) I] ithoriti s 
A 

for this as 10 noug oO he } 

he affidavit of John Haywood, the com- 
1 i t] Jol j | i i 
S eh, wil iled from this country 
to the tic in Sept ( On tl 
loth of tl month | rl t] 
‘ ] f 
Lid pres al nisell ¢ | ( 
fhagesh p f Admi Gambier I red 
if could 1 eed up Lal i t 
ind to that i uiry tl \ ill eC} 1 
With ] ( sal ty”? I ( ll 
proc ded up th Baltic, and wrote hom 
to effect insurances—~what was tlic nswer 
he received? Wh uld 
iO b effect d | h nium \d lil I 
Gambi can y wit it a 
Irigate or evel ig unboa pt t 
them 1 the British merchantmen were 


| ; 

t 1? a e e r 1] 

William Harrison, of Kingst m-upon-Eull 

who having suffered from the em 

Russia in 1801, and being about to charter 
as eae ] ] 

a vessel ot which he Was Cohimander and 

vyner for a voyage to the Baltic in 

1SO7, « msidered it pecessary to mike an 

appile iti n to the \dmiralty, in racer to 


rtain . } . . — rt 
ascertal from the Government whether 1 





wo Safe to sail to Sto kl] 

the Sth of September this party received 
an auswer from the Admiralty, couveyin 
the information that he would be safe not 
only to go to Stockholm, but to tl lius- 


stun and Prussian ports. Harriso: ‘ord. 


ingly chartered his vessel, went out on the 


faith of treaties—it was this which provoked | 10th of November, and on the sth of De- 
b 


the Danish reprisals, and it was this to] cember he was boarded 


y a Danish ship of 
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war, and carried into Copenhagen, Was | merchant vessels in any case Upon that 
this an ordinary warfare? ‘The Chancellor | question he would not enter, and he would 
of the Exchequer had talked about the merely remark that the House was not now 
hardship of the case. But was it an an- | called upon to lay down a particular rule, but 
swer to a demand frequently urged—a | I that the « juestion was whether they should 
demand, the justice of which had been | apply this prin c iple to the particular case 

acknowledged—was it an answer to say, | Sir rench sid, the admirable state 


— having refused it until the evidence | ment of the hon. Member for the Tower 

s partly lost, that should be a reason for | Hamlets embraced the whole strength of 

now refusing to investigate it? He hoped, | the case. The question was not whethes 

that his friends near him micht consider | the timc had elapsed for these claims to bh 

themselves the guardians of the public | considered. No time should bar the cause 

purse, they had done enough to satis!y the | of justice, and he hoped — day to see the 
i} | ] 


most conscientious scruples, and he hoped | cause of justice triumphant 


{ 
} 
\ 
| 
| 
H 
} 


they would consider the claims of justice | Mr. Creswell felt suse in reply, to 
and humanity which were always para-| notice what had been said by — his 
mount to any other. hon. Friend the Solicitor-General. He 


Mr. Warburton wished to make a remark | had complain d against him person 
or two in reference to a statement made by | ally ; now he could not but think, that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer as to w hat | that complaint was totally without found- 
had fallen from him on a former debate. | ation.  Hiis Friend had said, he had been 
Being pressed to state what the amount | taken by surprise—that he had had no 
might be he declined to give any informa- | intimation by the notice of motion what 
tion: but afterwards said that the particu- wane he asked. Now, he could not but 
lar claim to which he alluded might be from | think, when he had stated, that it was his 
70 to 80,000/. ; but in consequence of some | intention to draw the attention of the 
additional facilities having been given to | House to the petition, that he was not ex- 
ascertain the amount, it was found to be | pecting too much in presuming, that his 
100,000/.. The whole argument urged | learned Friend had read it. Perhaps, 
against the motion was, that we were in aj however, his learned Friend had read an- 
state of war at the time, whereas we were | other petition, and fearing, that he might 


in a state of peace; and the hon, Me — have done so, he would just read a word 
for Cambridge on a forme oo or two of its prayer.—It prayed for thie 
venture to say we were in astate of wa ; | compensation for goods afloat, stating also, 


he said there was an indication that some- | that compensation had been already given 
thing like a declaration of war was on foot. | for the loss of book debts and goods on 
Now that appeared to him to be a state of | shore. That being the case, he was sur- 
| prised, that the hon, and learned Geutle 

Mr. Goulburn said, that he rose to say | man should have complained of him. He 

a few words, lest by his silence he should | would now come at once to the argument: 
be supposed to have changed his opinions | of the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
upon this question. He knew not whether | his two hon. assistants. It certainly wa 
the hon. Member who had just sat down |the duty of the Chancellor of the [x- 
had quoted correctly the expressions he | chequ r to be just to the public, but it 
(Mr. Goulburn) had made use of on the | was much more his duty to be just to indi- 
anal debate, but he was prepared to | viduals; because by injustice being don 
state, that he was satisfied thatthe acquiesc- | to an individual he might be ruined, 
ence in the claims made in the present | whereas it would not be felt by a body. 
instance would go far to shake the naval | He was surprised at many of f the arguments 


peace, 


supremacy of this ponatry: He knew that | of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. He 
the laying an embargo on ports and the | was surprised to hear him say, that tlie 
issuing of letters of m: ies were the mode | sum se are was large. Did ‘the Chan- 
by which Great Britain first indicated a | cellor of the Excheque r mean by that, j 
declaration of war. If, therefore, we ad- | that when the sum was large, justice was f 


mitted the principle that seizures made by | not to be given. But where it could bi 
way of retaliation were prizes for which | obtained at a paltry price, then that it was 
England was to pay, we should be dealing | to be rendered. The arguments of the 
not only with Denmark, but with every | Attorney-General, that there was a dis- 
nation. It had been made a question | tinction between the claimants for goods 
whether it was right to make seizure of | on shore and book debts, and those for 
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goods afloat, was totally without found-, Duke, Sir J N J 
ation If there was no distinction, whi | \' ce 
he positively asserted there was not, ther fee : 
there was no resource left but for the | 

Ilouse to be against the Government 


And it would be bound to say to t 


le UrO- | | Sir i. i > 
vernment—* If you do not make com- | ¢ il \} p ( 
pensation, we will either compel you by | ¢ Sir S.R R 
force, or we will make compel sation our- G h pI 
selves.” It was not to be said by the Go-| © sir. J I \ 
vernment, that if reprisals wer made} ' 
then that they would wage war. Y: . 
such were the arguments that had been} ;, 
ade use of to-night, in order to avoid r R, = 
elving compensation But on the othe 1] \\ st. P 
hand it was said, that by the Articles of} [I ( \ < . 
War the act that had been pel etrated | 1 i ; ‘tJ. ¥ 
was justifiable. He denied, that there w 
war, and such being the case, the acts that} ! , . 
had taken place were totally uncalled 1 “2 ; 
and Governn ht was L) ind to m i} e Com- ¥ } 
p¢ nsation. He avain asserted, that th n j 
was no war, and his Friends who had} Jag Ss : ey 
built their argumeuts upon that suppo-| J »* ‘ 
sition Were wistaken. The right hon. Gen | Kirk, | Style, Sir ¢ 
tleman had said, UDpOs the good er} L ii 
insured? Now he would auswer him b ( i 
supposing, ha they were vot: could sir. b 
justice in such i case be done to tl und r- t he “y : 
writers without colipensa ion being eiven so [ V\ : 1} 
them ? It was no answer for a partly te 1 : 
say, that he had received the money from} ] 1 qi \\ \ 
the underwriter, because in that case h ] ( \ 
would be the trustee for him. So also in| M | \\ ae 
the case of the collusion of ship , If wou , " G. 
be no answer to say, that t unde} t he 
had been paid. \ll he asked for the claim- aa ” , 
ants was justice, which he trusted the Hou ¥ ; 
would give him by its vote that nigh M 1 \\ alge 
‘The House divided : ves 115; N ; ; 
81: Majority 34. A F . 
The Chancellor of the Kachequer begved | nt 
tosay, that he should not take upon hin lt i < : re 
any responsibility in consequence of the vote | p es : : 
which had just been come to by the Hous 13 ci 
Lisl of th AY] Bris J. 4 i I I, 
b .s {5 i 
Aglionby, PE. A. BT es, W.H.L 13 o. Gy eS - il 


Aclionby, Majo Burr, H bb 7.300 G » J 
Attwood, M. Burt h | , ' 
Bagge, W. Butler, hon. ( i \ Gi Ww A 
Bailey, J., jun. Ca y, SIT S. ( i ‘ 
Baker, E. Cayley, E.S. sir G, tlandley 
Barnard, E.G, Chal ks ( » vV Heat te, G 
Bell, M. Chapman, A. ‘Fay lector, C. J 
Bentinck, Lord G. ( ase, T 
Bethell, R. Chute, » ¥e. 
Blackburne, I. Clay, W 1) \ . 

Blackett, C. Col . ue 

Blake, M. J. Craig, W. G. ! 3, 4 tain D, i 
Bowes, J. Darby, G. | JE, J 


Broadley, I. 
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which had induced him to take a prominent 
part in bringing forward this subject in th 
House of Commons. In the first place 
from the earliest period at which he had 
taken a part in- public affairs, he had been 
one amongst those who were most anxious 
for the extension of popular privileges to 
the people of Scotland, for he then felt, 
aud he continued deeply to feel, that the 


intelligence of the people of that country 





t] high moral character, and the know- 
lve which they possessed, founded upon 


popular education, entitled them to the 


nent of every political privilege 








Which freemen ought to possess. It was 
his good fortune t have co ope rated with 
his ] Lord Archibald Hamilton, 
which had been mad 
TOV o {or the people of scot- 
itical privileges. He did 
t 1 t l eff rts and he still re- 
wed t] ircumstance that his friend 

I t } il] d in tension of populai 
rieht it ] felt that the circum- 
es which ] \ TOW bout to 

bri under the consideration of th 
es required the prompt, immediat 
ind decisive t n of Parliament, for 
if tl i ies Which had been suffered 
remaimed wunredressed, his Opinion was 
, 1} ] . a 
t b: 2 woud bring the concessions which 
be into ite, and alienate 
blic mind from those concessions and 
would b mo} et! ntal toy ypular 7 i 
i I 

\ ti l 1 e\ \ hi ] had in his 
r \ t mig! | ked why 

} how a S teh repr ent itive 
k up this subject His answer was, that 
live on t ( s of tl county of 
Roxbureh. Thos persons wl feeling 
rad | 1 Ou eed id o1 or d to n 
xtreme extent, were his neighbours, and 
me of them his friends. He believed 

| inger \ hi h i} id arist lh irom t! 
In question was of a character 

) I { { { lioment Was to 
( ] in ip] yl a pra tica rt iedy 
1 from his own local and personal 

led f the fa ( ) a hel 

1 ¢ il { lmir i! Who h red spoke nh 

l tt, from distan umour. H could 
Sel mm his own knowledge, that th 
of society in that neighbourhood had 
lergone a ious change, and it was hi 
umbl ided opmion that som 
leoislative interposition was i peratively 


tion 

} } ~ : ° ss - 
manded. He should not indulge in any 
lamation on this subject, but he rested 


s, and so resting it, he hoped 
} 1 . “0 
| louse ild excuse him if he ventured 
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to do that which he feared the Hou e seldom | ind tre holdet ‘the herifl O} } m 
received with patience, by calling its atten- | munication with the two bailies, conveying 


tion to written documents—documents of | to them an intimation of what had occurred 
no ordinary character, and also to the| at the meeting. Tl tw magistrate 
sworn testimony of witnesses taken befo 
an election committee. It was scare 
necessary for him to state to the House th p t Hawick, either with the sheriff or 





the last election for the county of Roxbureh | with the county just , and insisted that, 
| J 

took place on the 3d of Aucust. But pre- f they ho he ibility, it 

vious to the commencement of tl I } d | ‘ l l y of tl 


—previous even to the day of nomination ri nd t\ Ices, r t Vv other- 
(as was stated in a petition, signed by 600} wise would 1 ish all shan it. Now, 


freeholders, which he had presented to the | it should be observed, that tl two bailics 








House)—a meeting was held, at which] w 1otoriously Warm parti s of one of 
ninety-five frecholders, six of whom wer | t] mididates at t tion—tl hon 
magistrates, attended, and, beingaverse from | G vl t opposi -and one of 
experience, to Hawick as one of the polli | tl 1 pr la 1 » dinnet 
places agreed to a memorial the Lord- | before, at which oble Earl 
Advocate for Scotland was pre-| the | r of t | M Was pre- 


nted to that functionary through the} se In short, he had conducted himself 





sheriff of the county he memorial stated, | in every 1 3a warm partisan. Thi 
that rioting and disturbances had _ tal H woul for say- 


place frequently at that town during poll-| that h id | rry at any time to 
ing-days, especially upon the last occasion | say vthing in the least deg painful to 
of an ele tion b ing hi l 1 fi r thc county O1 ti feeimMgs i | is hon nd ied fri nd 
Ktoxburgh, and that tl ivil power was in- | I A Fon ; of 
capable of repressing those riots,the repetition | his 1 he had 1 hi timacy and 


of which was apprehended ; that at the previ- | tal f hi 1 ; and nothing but 


ous election, as well asupon former occasions, | Ictan { duty could induce him 
much injury ha n done to the ] n vi » reflect that 





of the voters, and much property had | 1} learned pet ter. But he must 


destroved in the town; that tl! me- iy, in the disel of his d 


morialists felt satisfied, that great risk would | t would pardon him for saying 
. ? } 1 a 4 } 1} » ] a 4] ] } | ri ] ] ] ; 

be incurred both by themselves and by their it his ho 1 { rtv had mor 
. 1 = . 1 } nt . . 4 " . - ‘ , * 

neighbours, as well in their persons as 1 ray 1d t on this oe- 

their propertv; and thev therefore 1 i Shnivohke that a Cee 

} pet sae ADU 110" til Ci A F ie } it ¢t ill HOiwaimne 

ee | } 1 - } 

convinced that the a 1 ot NI l ( l n r ti 

a = ~ ceoruat 3 

rorce wa required, ln ] >t - It! ° | Itting 

dinary police force of the district i them a ct, was not a judicious 


} 
i 
was the sub n of +] } rial wh | 2 IWHe ] + | 1 ] »] nwn 
a le SUDStTANCC OF th nici ria } ( ITs¢e, ( i}] 1GiV1 ik OF On, 


had been presented to the Lord-Advoca but he hada string of ] ithorities to 


by the sheriff of the county. He would} support it; and in the cases of Coventry and 
not trouble the House with th corre Nott or] it wa n, that election riots 
spondence which had taken place to a} took under the local magistrates, and 
considerable length between the sheriff} th medy which Parliament applied was, 


and the learned Lord-Advocate. It was! to give to the 1 istrates of tl] unt? 

enough for him to state to the House, that | cor rent jurisdiction. Now, in this case 
the Lord-Advocate inquired of tl sheriti Hawick, tl Is ites of tl rough 
whether, before this period, any communi- 1 an exclusiy isdicti ind no on 
cation had taken place between him and i , that th istrates of the county 
the bailies of Hawick. It was necessary) had a concurrent jurisdiction, and yet what 
that he (Sir J. Grah 1m) should acqu ‘int | was the course taken bv the learned Lord? 
the House, that Hawick, not being a1 i] mended the magistrates of th 
burgh, contained two officers named bailies, | « t ne to an arrangement with 
of whom one alone was a magistrate for the | these two loeal magistrates, and then i 
county. He should also state, that aft ventually ended in his sanctioning an 


the magistrates and gentry of Hawick and | arrangement by which the sherifl and th 


its neighbourhood had held that preliminary | county magistrates were denuded of all 
meeting at which the memorial was agreed | authority; and the whole power was trans- 


to and signed by ninety-five magistrates | ferred to the two local bailies, of whom one 
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nesss testimony abl ore 


that he wa Lil-treate 





time and obliged to 
would not go any ture 
that on this occasion 

No effort was made t 
and Mr. Berwick esc: 


] 


quite exhausted, and wit 


ficulty, and this, it m 
was on the evening pre 
was now his painfu 

the vross outrac \ 
d \y of th pol , and 
were the facts prove 
would have no hesitat 
the conduct of tl 
was brutal and \ 
He would first q 
Robert Patterson, a 
al 
other voters. Th 
which was their mn: 


le fact proved wi 


Pp 
would ha sup} 
cumstances, t 
peaceiully to in 
what Was the ta 

; if ; 
considerable number oi 
ation of the witn 

t turing to remain in ft 


: t] ioht 
iM Lie nig il, WV t 1} 


~ Lt } 


quarters or t ( 1 
} 4 
tended to su 
mention af \ 


served to show h 


p< rvaded even tI N w hi 


preserve the peace, to 


advantage. Mr. 
candidat and 
laced so ;: to 


0 
fa ility to go to the 

evil from the booth wa 
instead of the voter p 
othe r side of it, he w 
turn, and to go into 
the very body of the cr 
were received and punis 
then, of Patterson, he 
and he said, that after 


endeavoured to return 


juarters of the candidat 


( 
he supported, and he en 
his friends but was seiz 
was asked— 


“Were there any onst 


he doot Pens | he r¢ were ( 
the front door of the Tow: 
it up with constal fe 


The witnesses also 
answers to questions :— 



















































183 Riots at the 


then been attacked with so mu h violence ’ 
he dared not stay any longer at home, 
but was compell d to leave his house 
and his children, in order to seek se- 
curity for himself. 
to this effect :— 


His exan ination Was 


“<j polled (he said) i little after two o’clock. 
I saw the treatment that many of the pott 

got, and I was afraid to come out to the poll. 
Nothing was said to me, I heat 
protection. J saw in the polling booth, Ad- 
miral Elliot, the two bailies, and Major Potts. 


The people outside said, ‘Send Dick out.’ 


no offer of 


Phat was said loudly several times 


The House would remember that he had 
already called their attention to the entrance 
and exit to the polling booths; and al 
though in this instance the witness begged 
to be permitted to guit the booth by thi 
safe mode of retreat, and applied for the 
protection of the bailies, 1 


1e was Cl mpell 
rh the market-place among the 


y hrnr 
to go throug LD Mt 
mob. 
“T asked,” he said, “tl otection of the 
bailies t » gO to the eas nd oO {i st, and they 


told me to stop alittle; but they never said 
that they would give me any protection. I 


to the west de 


went up re 1 was up two 
steps of the door of the Tower inn, ‘The con- 
stable was there. I applied to him to stand out 


of the road; to clear the road, and let me in. 
He did not. Inc ynsequence Of uot beings able 
1 


to get in, the mol catched me by the tails. and 
pulled me backwards. They commenced pul- 


ling the clothes off my back. They took off coat, 
) ) 1 1 . 
waistcoat, and breeches, linen and flannel shirt. 


ie 


They left my drawers, stockings, and shoes, and 
tore my clothes off. They took me first to the 
end of the o 
standing at the Tower im ; 
I caught hold of him, and kept hold of him, 
the same time on the bridge. [le was along 
with me when at the bridge. Thecry was, 
‘Throw him over the bridge.’ They asked me if I 
would ever go in and vote for the Tories ag 
They caught hold of me by the neckcloth, and 
nearly strangled me. I fell. I got upon my 
feet again and tried to get away from the mob 
several times, but could not. They took me 
along the Tower-dyke-side As we were going 


breeches from the knees downwards They 
111 
ld bridge. 


oor was with meé 





un. 


along the Tower-dyke-side, I saw Mr. Elliot, 
of Woolfrey, a magistrate. I applied to him 
for assistance, He said he could not get at 
me. The mob carried me on. I got into 
Alexander Mayer’s house, the currier, by th 
Tower-dyke-side, having lost all my clothes. 
I was kicked and struck several times on the 
head, They made several grasps at my hair, 
but it being short they could not get hold of 
it.” 


Now it might be said, that this process 


{ COMMONS} 


of throwing the voters, after haying strip- | 
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ped and beaten them, into the river had 
been exuggerated, and that the water was 
not deep at the time; but it did so happen, 
that there was a witness present when thi 
young man was thrown into the river ; his 
| name was Walter Scott, and he stated— 


| 
| 


f 

- 
= 

f. 


up from the water, and, 

ll just down again 3 he 

| was so exhausted that [ could compare him to 

; nothing but a weak sheep coming out of the 

1 washing pool. It was David Tully. Mr. 

Ballantine, of Shaws, was also in the hand 
| of the mob.” 


| He would now proceed to a description 
"oe eae 2 4} i a “- 
Oi wil pro Call 8S Of Cie Gav ads Given ty a 
| military man, who might be regarded as 
} 
an impartial witness. He alluded to th 
| Honourable Major Napier, who was a pas 


ger in the mail that passed through 
Hawick on the first dd 1V of the poll, Atte r 


stating that the mail arrived at that place 


ON 
i 


y 


at one o'clock, and th y found a great 


crowd assembled, he said, 


'them walk round it, and look in at th 
windows ; they were looking for Lord John 
Scott ; they wished to know whether he was in 
the ¢ ch or not. The mob was a numerous 
lone. I only saw one colour, a blue ribbon, 
which, I believe, the greater part of them had. 

he crowd said to me, § If you value 

J a minute, do not att mpt to come 
tf the coach,’ some words to that effect. 
My answer to that was, ‘I had nothing to do 
with it; Iwas no elector, but going to this 
house.’ Upon that a man said, ‘ Really not?’ 
[ said, ‘ Really not;’ upon which he took the 


| 1 


ribbon out of his coat, and gave it to me, and 


told me to put it into mine, which I did; he 
then said, ‘Now your life is safe,’ and the 
mob gave a cheer.” 

What did hon. Gentlemen think was 
the view that Major Napier took of thos 
peoceedings under his eyes. He was asked, 

| Did it appear to you to be a violent mob?— 
[never saw such a mob before; it was quiet 
for an instant, but it soon seemed to be worked 

; up to a state of fury on their perceiving Lord 
John Scott had reached the baker’s shop.” 

This was the evidence of one whom le 

was sure would be regarded by Gentlemen 
| opposite as an impartial witness. He would 
proceed to the evidence of a clergyman of 
the church of Scotland, who was at the 
time of the election on a visit to Hawick, 
| but who was not engaged in the election. 
The name of this clergyman was the Rev. 
Charles Thomson, who was on a visit at 
the house of Mr. Ballantine. Before, how- 
|ever, he proceeded with the evidence of 
this Gentleman, he would for gnc moment 
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T 
! 7 ‘ > 
' tleman formerly was a strong Reformer, | y the street 1 great many hundred 


and had always supported the Liberal can. | ) ; My thes W t off my |} Seven 
didate until the last election. He stated | "9 y sl vaginas off too, | t my 
in his evidence that the reason he then | ("7 Y °° = et t handker- 
declined doing so, and he stated, that he | , ; Se 
informed the hon. Member opposite of his ‘ ' 

intention, and wished to remain neutral, an _ 
was because he considered Mr. Elliot and |, *7US ROE only the violen ; ' we 
his party were carry ing things too far in S pers : | reat, but it y red a 
politics, and he could not go with them ~~ Pea Orit} At was a“ 
Mr. Ballantine stated, that, although he! , y | t both th 
had declared his intention to remain neutral | » ‘ = = yeh taming the l 
during the election, he had changed his | Of! { Hawick 1 ted a 
mind, and voted for the hi n. MM mye r oppo- peat tie uM t ' wae si ars t ’ 
site, In consequence: f the itimidation | VV! real ir. Dallanti ud 


exercised towards him. {} Ri V. Mr. pol VB (; te l t | « 
| 


‘Thomson statec 


} \ iin t was I af yt ec ty 
« Sho; fier t] line comme} d_ mx : 7 ot 
Shortly after the poll commenced, my | ,y Re Sue enppeeen ay Wy 
attention was called to the booth by a great , pes . Lies — 
noise at the en | of thi ly th out of + ‘ Liye LTA riy { ra l J IS Wa | ) 
. r 1 San OT Le ee : -~ re P 
voters, after having voted, were to come aes WISSEREEAN { Lord John Scott, 
ah ; . wl bY shat 2 : 
The crowd cru he | tow ird that p 1 j L) i VW \\ Ca 
place, and a creat deal of tumult and confu- |] to the mai h to afi rd him protection 
sion went on; and in 1 » very long peri | Was in an < cited state, nd appears | 
numbe r Oj individuals came running tow irds W ring th col irs ol t]; h - Vember 
the house where I was, towards the bridge, | posit He was bound to that 
‘ } P} Sl] . + ) iG Le Sav, hel 
over a small stream called the Slittrigg. They | nae 1 ie a 
speeches were made not only by the hon. 
went and looked down the street, and soon | + ] m9 eee 
glee ; Member himself, but by his brother the 
after that, or about the same time that they : : . 


came rushing towards the bridge, a number of | 
g 


persons came towards me, and I saw an| "Ot venture to characterise those addresses, 
. i = 1 : 1 ay ae " ° 
elderly man in the hands of the mob, who! but he would refer to the Opinion and 
maltreated him very much. I never observed | jud@ment on them of a most learned and 


If 
admiral He (Sir James Graham) would 





the constables interfere in the slightest degree. | respectable witness as to their nature. The 

The first person maltreate lon the | rst d iy 1 Rev. Mr. Barton had seen the state of 
of the polling was an elderly man ?—At least | oyeitement whi h prevailed when the 
I so guessed from his head being vi ry bal ave Pa Sas. Shey PR Posy aE j 
Ile appeared completely in the hands of tl ie ae os : ee 
mob—he appt ired borne off his feet Anonge a = pres , i" turl beh 
their hands; I could only see the upper part ie W ' 
of his body down thus the breast); they Did y Adn 1 | 
were pulling him about, and they seemed to | mob? 
me beating him with their fists; and I saw an “Ves: I rather indistinetly that 
individual lay hold of a kind of long rail | far as l was eto remain at the window ’ 
which appeared to be torn off an outside sta juence of t throw] { { t east | 
close by, and strike over the heads of two or | lL him « neratulate the , hats 
three at the head of this old gentleman ,] spects { ess: | ’ . th f 

+} ly 1 gs t ave t ° } 

He could enumerate several other in ee fase : RS 4 Gay sale Ki ae 7 
stances, but as he had already trespassed | proceedings ; I rd him tale. 4 sites as 
on the indulgence of the House so long, he | tw id been rather roughly handled: [heard 
would not state them, as he should other- m mmend them to go home with quiet- 


wise probably weaken their attention, and | ness, and « e back and give him r assist- 


do injustice to his case; but there were | @ to-morrow morning, and that there ¢ 
not merely cases of violence, and rioting, and | er on 

assault, but there were also eases of rob This address was mad to the mob at 
bery. For instance, a person of the name | la: ind not to the electors. He had 


inst n 

of Bi rwick had his pocket-book tak n fro 1} mentioned two or thre e cases of person 
him, containing 12/7. 15s. A man of t] having been brutally treated; 1] uld 
name of Oliver said, that the I I 
tempted to rob him of his watch. My. | of brutal treatment by tl mob from the 
Smail, a voter, another witness, said-— 





itwith- 
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standing tl 


the gallant admiral to come the nex 
: eae ; s 
iw tO cive t Ir assistance. ( id 
Ing oO nea 
} ; 
any doubt as to the nature of IS 
rm. } } 
i next person wi evice he 


He called upon the mol 
1, ‘He is: of the bad 
{ t eller 


What was tl 1 
words ¢ Were tl not q 
It VV l lo l 
t] ul ( fan } N 


l 

7 > *7 ) 

tin speech of Bailic G MITC] 
ae . — 

cording to th eviden 


nesses, was said to be on 


Go ho ny ood lOW, be 
y home ™m \ | | | | | ( | 
imnother day coming, you know 


the Cast wl 
1 


how came to a part oi 
could not help feeling a painful « 


obliged to advert to. On 
ha Lord Minto had head 


(l } 
> i 


taken an active part int 


r¢ 
H 








to the second day's pollin: 


firs 


COMMONS} 
lis, the mob was requested by 


| 
| 
| 


LU VICE 
7 } 
1ould 
} 
Lord 
] 
les 
t 
“ 
1 as 
4) 
Bude i 
l 


t day’s 
CC$s1on 


} 
Ne pro- 





° ° T 
eecdings around him. He was present at 
; ‘ ; . 
Hawick during the el the hou 
» 7 bd . > te fe a] 
of a relative of ball and t 
> 2 1 { ] ‘ 
pel on had ft meriy b the t vn 
~ ’ ’ T 1] . . 
I) ques 1] ia t i, tl Lord Min 
add t! } b, Ou 1 did l Lp] : 
: . ‘ , 1 
t] t { wit ] ra W tl n ] 
S ‘ 
| rd H | 8] Va isk - 
Did y J 1 Mi or did uh 
himeaddras f t] ld 
| ling /‘—I w not ! | ld h 
hy iad nct j | : t I ( i 
not hear t wi 
‘VW as h { Fy I 3 
‘Did het L Ww oil i} that occa- 
, , , 

n [ t n \ iad XAcliy re- 
collect its but | saw his Lords| p ldres ll 
them, 

According to his (OS) J. Gral n’ 
lish notions, there was some nov Ina 
» . P I } 

Peer of Parhament addressin 1 riotou 

mob, proposing a question for their deel 

sion, and taking it rew of hand 

He could make allowances in a case wl 

a noble Lord's brother was eandidat und 

also. for the great excitement that pr 
uled: but he must express his astonish 





; 
1) ¢} 1 | } 
all that [ havi n and heard 
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ment at the proceedings that had taken 
pla - He was not aware that anything 
{ 


: é oe a 4 
hat he said ¢ 1 be construed into any. 
> 7 4 | 1 ‘ . 
thing like treating the noble Earl with a 
want of spect ; but he was bound to say, 


ze : 
he would adhere that 


l 
+] 1] ri’ [timn ¢ ’ 7 . y 
the n wie Lord’s position Was pecullar, TO) 


he was not merely a Peer of Parliament, 
Dut W ilso one of hex Majesty’s c nfiden- 
ervants; and that, as a Peer, and stil] 

ye S ¢ ( ibi et NM ] } ou! not 

» | interfe) with any part of th 


tlon- 


ary made an application to the Lord-lieu- 


iy } ‘ ioe . ] 
ten tor the coun », Suggesting that the 
] 1° . 7 
litary ought to be directed to come withi 
rter distanee of the town. In tl 


+ a ] > } es am 
matter the sherift-substitute had to exercis 


a nice disecretio nd it Was most unfit that 
the noble Earl, or any other person, should 
1? i . As . . re 

have interfered with Mr. Craici Chat 


mparatively 

ontrast with thi 
person of no weight 
for the 


Ate Vit 


wed In 


al Eee 





thority, but he was responsibl 
fair and open conduct of the election 
barrassed was he by the diflicu 
7 


h he found himself exposed, 
stopped the poll; but there he un- 


or au 
and 
so much en | 





tics to whi 
that hic 
fortunately violated an act of Parliament, 
it to have communicated the fact 
this state of things, hi 
by representations of th 
hon. Member’s friends, and so verpowered 
m, as to consent to 


re-open the poll. 


i 
Such was the violence and confusion which 
prevailed, that the sherifl-substitute thought 
th pre } of th military indisps nsable. 
What did Lord Minto then do? He told 
the sheriff-substitute that, in the course h 
Was taking | had ventured to exercise a 
most unsound di tion The noble Earl 


Ww uld be pre 


erved if he did not call in the military, 


res parraty : 
ind on the following day Lord Minto wrot 
Cli } M 


is follows to the sheritt-substitute :— 

been confidentially informed that 

there is an intention of calling a military for 
| sh uld b Wahtlng 


} t 
not to stat my 


into the town, 


in my duty 


were [ ng opinion of 


the mexps tlency OF such a Measure, as more 
than anything calculated to provoke disord 


‘rom 


ous calamities. 


I cannot enter 


fain a doubt that the magistrates, if subject to 
» int ive li ference, will, without diffi 
ty, provid for the wenee of the town and 


7 


~ 
~ 
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joined in expressing their 


19] Riots at the 


or five nights before the election this slap was 


actually made. I have no doubt this was said 
by Wilson for the purpos« f intimidating m« 


from voting. 


rangements had been 


election, to deter the voters from op Osi 
the hon. Member o 


The House would perceive that the ar- 
i 





pposite, and ps 1 
places were to be proposed to hurl th 
voters into if they should support the un- 
popular candidates. This, then, was th 


nature of the peaceful influence to be ex- 
ercised by th 
to whose 
that of John Turnbull, who stated, that 


he was a stockine-weaver, residing at New 


lectors. The next witn 


evidence he should allude was 


Castleton, which was one of the strone- 
holds of the opponents of the hon. 

ber, and working in the shop of 1] 
Wilson, at the head of the Crescent, up 
two days previous to the i 


“ Had been working there for some tim: 
before th election. There might b« thiriy 
lads altogether working in that shop. Whilst 
at work [ heard the conversation that wa 


going on. It was about the cle 


The evidence that follows was not re- 
ceived by the committee, because it referred 
to matters that took j 
before the clection. 


lace four or five days 


“There were between thirty and forty men 
| | 1 1 
and lads working in the shop, and they knew 


{ 
that I intended comin 


] ] 
home vetore the elect- 





ion. The election was the constant subject 
of conversation amongst them, and they ap- 
peared either to be the parties themselves who 
ae , ; ; 
were laying plans of mischief, or at all ever 
vere cognizant of the plans. In particular, 
1) + 1 . 

they repeatedly addressed their conversation 
to me, and amongst other things y told me, 
that if IT remained they ould not make m 
throw stones, but they would oblige me to 
carry them for t nto thro the elect 


They also talked much about plans being laid 


for stripping them of their clothes, and that 
they would ret the rood coatet ils to make 
waistcoats of. ‘They also repeatedly talked of 
the electors being to be ducl 1in the rives 
That they would watch tho With surtouts, 
as they would make the best waistcoats, &« ae 


[ Laughter. | 

Was this, exclaimed the hon. B 
matter for laughter ? HH 
thought that the hon. Members would have 


aronet, a 
7 
should have 
indignation at 
such proceedings. ‘The witness proceeded 

to say :=— 

a They also said that I m rht go hon and 
tell the villagers that, if they ot into the 
town, they would never get away safe again 


for that if last election was ill for rioting, this 
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would be much worse, and they said that if 


Mr. Seott got in they were determined that 
there should be bloodshed.” 
m4 i " ] ¥ + > } ° . 
Again, it would be found in the return 
of evidence on the table that there wer 


intimidation in thi 
s Davidson, a voter for 


ot he r 


place. Mr. Jam 





> yw | 1 iaiaenh ae Ms Ae } 
toxbureg residing in Hawick, de- 
} 1? ’ S ° 
posed to the mob coming to his house 
oe 7 } . —_ a . 7 
night, and alarming his wife and family. 
** Lhey ca ! 1 fon my serva 
eame up t did not « 
down dé lw l t vote, that v 
the last night I would to live. Tod 
Cl yo \ l —s m | OW l 


ws it may | ips | I 
W ere \ . 4 \ ‘ t ; \ 
| And I P| your wife and your servant 
} wel f I 1’—Verv much var 
| Thus this voter was in bed with hi 
‘hi ilv, ind the m b came to hi re idenc 


promising not to vote, on the threat that if 


) . 1 } 
i¢ would not do y, if should be the la 
ee ap ey Hy 1 } ] 

meht of his life. ile h L shown, that 


these proceedings were preconcerted, and 
they had 
been continuous—that they had gone on 
from election to election—that they had 
spared neither rank nor sex—that outrag 

had been committed from 


ae 
upon the highest as well a 


y 


would now go on to show that 


tim 
the humblest. 


time to 


Ss 
a > : : page 
In 1857, for instance, the Duchess of Bux 
es : ; 
yssly insulted 


In 18 10, upon hed 
ites of Hawick wer 

to | rd Minto, th fx i] 
vald, consisting of Ii 

wl were in an op 

] ’ 

oungest daughter, wl 
through th 


on passing 





town were followed out of it for a mile 
Oe . } c 1 
Lrabbie of upwards of 100 persons snout 
ing, and velling, and peltine them wit! 
Nay 7 F ‘ 2s ‘ i 
mud. Well, what treatment did Mr. | 
Scott meet with during his canvass? HT] 
1 r 7 7 7 7 | 
had informed hina, t Walter Wilson, t 
late first baili and then one of Mi 
1. ] 5? sae? . 4} - leerect 1 ‘ 
Klliott’s committee, was the individual who 


said to Mr. F. Scott, the candidate in 
Hawick, soon after the 


attack mat 
at the commen 


ne 
him 
in the spring, that ‘“he woul 
self to protect from the river t 

] 


{ ic next tim 
Having traced 


he came. ie frequency 


4 ] - 1 a fa] 1 ‘a? { 
of these riots thi yuchout the election ot 
or ] ° > ° . 
1837, and their continuity to some tim 


previous to the late election, he now felt it 


his dutv to brine before the House th 


: : aid 
circumstances of the election of 18 
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to prove that they were of a similat 
to those of 183573 hi would read 
extract from a letter of thi ritl 
county to the 
learned Lord having put 
to the s] ( riff, 
follows :— 

“ Your Lords ip’ {11 


the voters or Ol 





was don it the iast ei 
ninety-five el 
present l 
4) mit a: 
{ nit | 
may add, t V 

lead : 
suited nd >| t 
ju ed, and tl I 

Ia) 

maiviadually ! \ 
Lil¢ bo h W t 

uin at [av \ 
Will ascertain { 1 ’ 
the rec occ 
they ret W he } 
1 y ap} ele ] I 
I hbou md what 
of that risk ° [ti Mpossl t n 


} 


this and the elect 


memoriatistS what Il t il ( 
to which they re r. I } 

among oth rs, to the at k ch 
upon the hon. Fran tS) { 1} 


upon his first visit I] 
of canvassing, when th .; wer surrout 
a mob, by whom they were jostled, 


and attempts made to throw Mr. Scott 


and after a severe struggle they succec 
escaping into thi lower Inn. ‘The 
from whom they apprehend risk 
portion of the manufacturers im [lay 
others who are in tavou f Ni Ke 
who were lty « t 
breach 1 } ‘ \ 

The nature « 1 Ly i 
to their persot 

Way ¢ that on \ 

statement by M 1 

Purdom) it 1s gel | 
equence of Lhe 1 


clection,’’ 

With th y rmission of 1] H 
would now read a short st pent 1 
Lord John Scott of the treat if 
ceived antecedent to anothe. 
of 1832, the first which took p! 
the Reform Bill. Having shown 
the conduct of the people of Hawi 
been at the elections of 1837 and 1s 
would show what had been thei 
at the first election after the electi 
chise had been extended. Lord J. 
in regard to the election of 18 
have stated before the commit 

“Twas a candidate at that 
county, and was defeated by } on 
Elliot, My supporters w i i 
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Riots at the 


stripped naked, driven it 
through the streets of then 
treated as the se seven , 


Mlany men woul 

ie } 1 a 
worse than death : and the 
not degra led below the 
certainly below that of c1 


| + F ] 
who would not icei 1t as 





A } + 
mity. knd yet it rue, 
executior f tl pu > Ol 
th freedom of ¢ 
evils upon ay { 
iess vioien t t 
” 
pe! ONS. 
his was the « 
° eS oa } , 
kenzie. Wi i Lord 
4 | 
Wis SOLICLEO (7 é i 
‘ ’ “eS 
Lord Gri s ACTUAL { 
: _ 7 
for Bill was passed 
“ The chief V } 
eyes, in pla ot f . 
chiel atrocity in my 
( mstat e of ts | ( 
fan election 7 { 
id tofan el Mm, ou 
_—l the pu f o} u 
i i 
of election I 101 
people who ] tror 
have with th formation al 


ion, and 
| 


ular political opin 


here are many who are d 

on the excesses that attend p 
with a greater degree of ind 
rance. All vociferation whic 
thing of—all exulting show } 





and al aenant I 
enemy—all t re the. 
are parts of th usage O71 ¢ 
just because | 1 fri 
ind grateful for the ] 

law, that L must, ind 

where { - } 1 ¢ i ni 
election violet | OV 
ac m of el tlol whicl col 
when I give my hon vot 
own opinion, I may | 
treets Of my native «¢ 
plight alluded to—a tuat 
th t there ire th usand 


majority of mankit 
their assailants, and willii 
th 


+ +} = } 


tion 18 not the freedom of 
meant by the law and 
country. We are told, 
were not uncommon in po} 


don't admit that to be the Tae 
recollec ted, that the scer 
the y opular el 
ordinary, and 


imounted almo f 


ite) ’ 





d consider st 


rthan submit to. That 


( ns of i ta 
lasted suc 

independe ntly of the recent 

it 


y 


‘otherwise — all expre 


c 
tive town, 
\ it Ve 
' tre sit { 
) \\ 
i H ) 
{f humanit 
tr humanit 
| na 
i ¢ 
toar{ 
, x 
f 
1 V 
} 
? 
| 
a t T 
I} \ 1 
tio 1 
i 
{ ea 
ympat ¢ 
J ***h aly ‘ 
ey es 
1 
lon tKNOW 
} ] 1 
1 tO 100K ¢ 
ylexciter 
Lexciter 
ence and t 
W Ve ird ( 
banners, ¢ 
1 DV € 
] 
. i> 
1 
i ( 
1} ex 
Se. 1 
{ 
( 
} t that 
t 
33n t Ss: 
( ra ) 
} 
} t 
ry Uul 
r a 
} 
y ad 
n, perhay 
| +} 
Yy 1ose t 
n of € 
t t 
-_ 
' t { 
of 
r 
| nd 
but it l 
1 ( ~ 
} , 
\ t » 
be t) 
Wn tt 
1] 
om ( 





And tl Lord Cock) 
} ult | t! l i 
) | . 
i? Fry) } ( 
P +} 
} ; cA t 
} ] 
\ l 
eo 
} ( V ( 1} hi 
l of ] prominent 1 S 
-he now begged to 
yrinal to disqualify Flaw1 
t ¢ a poll -place for the « 
burgh, and to enable the sheriff 
county to appoint other polling pl 
thereof. 

Mr. J said, that not being 
habit of addressing the House, he la 
under very ereat disadvantages 

it refo) he sh ild not beear 
SOT) e if | cl d ittl I 
from the House than y 
to ¢ t nen more customed fT D 
I 
i speciaily Ihe eit Ca dd 
} 
ui t] pecu rcumstances 
( id } 5 ¢ ( Oh \ ith {t, to 
ti [} 1s¢ I sone len rth. In i 
\ i had t otter hi hould 
n opposite course from that taken 
richt hon. Gentleman Che rigl 
t tl taken a retrograde mo 
f) e election of 1837 to that of 
| d commence his remarks 
] t h t of 1S , ahha ¢ 
WIth t] t of IS he It had heen 
I he election of 1832 was disg 
the most outrageous rioting. Ni 
Mi not aware that anything W | 
be described as rioting took pla 
oct lon, Undoubtedly it was 
ult h then been Committ 
} | ohn Seott stated . 
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the noble Lord 
neither ste 
if until 
tion was given by the noble Lord’s servant, 
ht proper to strike the people 
thei 


inn- 
Aen eae , 1; 
vard with his master. He beeeecd it 


that stones were thrown at 
and his servant, but 
mud were thrown ; 

F cage 


mes nor 


them provoca- 


who thou 


with his stick, as he was leaviny 


to be 
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undet d, and he hoped the House would 
erant him its indulgence, that when he 
s oke as ) Ss { cts h only spoke upon 
nformation which he had received, and not 
fr nf is ( i ] now iF dex e At the time of 
the election question he himself was in] 
Benegal; bi ince that | riod he had beet 

much on the ot, and the information 
which he had carefully colleeted upon the 
who ibject was from the most trust- 
worthy quarters. In the year 1 a 

he had observed, there were no riots which 
could be so called: at that el he 


1? 


charge ot pres of the 


a ee rest ; 
was vested exclusively in the batlies, and 


no riot of any consequence took place. 
1835 the sheriff of the county refused to 
make over to the bailies of the town the 
the They represented 
that he had better do so; 
had been sucee ssfully fulfilled by them 
before, and that they could not well share 
the charge with him ; the fact being, that 
the police officers for the rest of the county 


charge of peace. 


were violent partisans of the other oppo- 
site party, and the bailies 
| that their authority over their 


deeming 
would enable them to keep the 


of the town 


townsimen 


Was given 


peace better than if the charg 
{ 


wer to the sheriff and justices of the 
county, the bailies said, Ve are afral L] 





that if you take charge of the town there | 
will be disturbances.” What was the 
sheriffs reply? ‘If there are any dis- 


turbances | will bring in the military.’ 
It was to be observed that is threat of 
the military had been held 
town ever since the election of 
In this 

turbanees did certainly take place ; 
of some of the Tory party’s 
houses were broken, and he was sorry to 
add, that some of the Tory party them- 
selves were maltreated, and such conduct 


th 
bringing in 
over the 
1832. lection of 1835 some di 
- 
i] 


S-= 
1E 
if 


windows 


was as strongly reprobated by himself as 
it could be by any Gentleman in or out 
was not, however, 


One man 


of the ilouse. There 
very much 


es a a ok 
Imprisoned fi 


harm done. as 
an assault, and not on a charge of rioting. 
In the middle of the d Ly the sheriff. who 
had taken upon himself the charge of the 


In| 


that the charge | 


wr thirty days; but it was for | 
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peace, finding this misconduct going on, 
presented himself at the window of the 
Tory committee room, rather an unfortu- 
nate post for the sheritl to select ; but it 
might be added, that he had throughout 
the Tory Committee in 
The sheriff presented himselt 


associated with 
1 


t! 


: ’ 
is Tfouse. 


at the window of the Tory comimittec-room 


and read the Riot Act —a most extra- 
ordinary proceeding, secing that the town 
was at that time entirely free from anythit g 
which could be deserthed as rioting. 

was true that the snow lying on the ground 
at the time, some boys im the street, and 
very likely some of the men too, took it 


. ¥ . , 1 . 
into their heads to make a cocl shy of the 


sheriff, but this could hardly be talked of 
and Lord 


J. Seott was returned, and in the evening, 


asariot. The election went on, 


though the town was perlectly quiet, au 


the streets almost empty, the military 
It was stated, 
the Conservative voters out of the town. 
By the address and presence of mind, 
however, of the chief magistrate of the 
town (Mr. Walter Wilson), any ill conse 
quences likely to arise from this step were 
averted, and the military met with the 
most friendly reception on the part of the 
townsmen. He now came to the last elec- 
tion. It had been stated, that without oc- 
casion an application was made by ninety- 
five electors for the military to be present ; 
in itself the most likely step to lead to 
disturbances. The military were ordered 
to Boswell’s-green, 1 


twenty 
Hawick; and the particular stipulation on 
which the bailies of th 


! 
the peace 

move. the Boswell’s-green 
unless by their desire—that the military 
should be at their sole disposal during thi 
election. It had been said, that a plot was 
being laid for killing Mr. Donald Horne 
when he arrived in the town. It was not 
very likely that such a plot could be laid, 
and no precautions taken by the other 
Conservative for his protection. 
True, indeed, that another person, Mr. 
Bennet, was ill-used, apparently under the 
supposition that it was Mr. Horne, but 
Mr. Horne himself and a number of his 
friends had a great jollification the night 
before the election at the ‘Tower-inn, Mr. 
Horne ingeniously getting a free passage 
to the inn by crying out “ A great victor) 
at Edinbureh — Gisbon Craig for ever.” 
No Gentleman on other side of thi 
House had a greater respect for freedom 


were sent for, to escort, as 


miles from 


town took charge 


of was, that no person should 


: 
roop Ss lrom 


voters 


he 
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of election than he had, or would do more | 


to euforce its; he had given proof of this 
already this session, by supporting thi 
measure Which he disapproved of 

thought it t 
which he could 


respects because he 
means by 
elector. ‘Then came the question, what 
«] 4h3 1 -3 
all tiils Lle ala 


not defend the proc edings which had 


protec t 


was the cause of 


tuken place: he greatly blamed them | d 


but what Was thi » cause of them 
What they had 


remedy against the causes which led to 


to provide was, a 


these proceedings, and the @ Causes wel 
the coercion and intimidation which 
been followed up by the opposite side, 
irritation to which this system of coercion 
and intimidation would give rise, if it were 
not put an end to, would everywhere give 
rise to retaliations from the oppressed party. 
He would give the House an instance of 


} 


this oppression which had occurred in t] 

present case. His ahaa’ a person of 
great credit, had given him his name, but 
he would not subject him to at 
tions, by stating the name of shat inform 
ant. The person to whom the information 
referred was an old’ man of seve nty-eight, 
who had cultivated the same plot of ground 
for thirteen consecutive years, and had in- 
vested consid rable capital in its imp Ve- 
ment. He was canvassed for Ate lory 


candidate, but he refused his vi tating 
that he had always voted for t be L berals, 
and should continue to do so, Upon re- 
ceiving this answer, he was instantly served 





with a notice to quit ; and e to 
quit was held over his head elec. 


tion came on. When the election did com 
on, it was told to the man, that even if he 
did not vote, he might keep his land; and 
to this the reply was given by him, that 
‘he would vote accordit ng to the dictates 
of his conscience.” The man did vote, 
and as areward for his incorruptible in- 
tegrity, he was immediately turned out of 
his land. He assured the House that he 
was not telling the story of one man, but 
of fifty men. He ; isked any gentleman 
who heard him, if any population like 


that which was collected in a manufactur- | ; 


ing town, and where people saw a fellow- 
townsman treated in the manner he had 
described, if such treatment was not likely 
to excite them ? He did not, he could not, 
believe, that the Duke of Buccleuch could 
sanction such conduct in his agents; he 
would not believe, that such conduct was 
sanctioned by that noble Duke, or that he | 
could be cognizant of it. 





} 


But then it was | his regret, that those individuals who had in. 


§ 
not to be Up} “ad. th ~L \ r tt peopl 
i i 
w the agent l sa f ( f 
man act in that manner, t \ uld 
be perfee tly CULE lle said, th ti oueh 
o be quict ; but th it WV more tha 
human nature could bear, to | pe that they 
vould be likely to Le quiel Now, with 
regard to the constables. it had been said 
that the constables had not done their 
ut NOM he must she V til COl- 
ws \ 1 tp} Hnteé | | hee ] 
tha he l Ly = l { \ i> | 
= nstables mu I DP es l 
he 1even sworn, that the 1 vistrates h d 
: bia: matane Now. hem ry ee 
uy i his hone that the mag ! Sone 
had worn hi oun It had been r 
ail i trie | t h Mag rat that 
th had 1 prevented from sw G 
that they had never worn | ! Crer 
th Ch) | \ Walt h : 3 t t t 
ma trate had worn | eolou hi 
e of th but t th 
rentier 1 were mistake t vistrate 
I r had worn his colours, and they had 
| thr nstal rom wear- 
ing colours, under the penalty of forfciti 
all claim to remuneration for theirs 
It had been l. that the constables were 
| tisans, and vet the f t that « th 
I a oe | tables cl n fi } TOW They 
were divided I V as | betw 
the two parties. From what the right hor 
( ntiemal } id said t l ind trom wh 
had been said elsewhere, it would | trect- 
tion in him t Sup} that I m 
} i not been n id to connect | ection 
riots with the 1 f I [lis 
hen. opponent, Mr. Francis Scott, had, in- 
deed, roundly and plainly accused them of 
this Le USs¢ his Hon, Opponent was 
Dy 
sure, sincerely believed wl d dd 


Chat centleman had roundly accused ford 


Minto, his brother, of aiding, abetting, and 

assisting in all thi se riots. M he hon 

Member fi cIrk ho was in his p ce, 

and would probably li] : peer 

and woul probabiy ike to answer a part 
A - i 

of his sp ech, had made a statement which 





i. wilful mis-statement;: but he did say. 
; 1 l } 1 } 
that both he and his hon. epponent had 
- = tt 
said that, which was utterly unt) from 
’ . . ’ 1 = ’ 
beginning toend. The hen. Member for 
Selkirk had said — 
c My ] ] 

Who Rar. Bova 
] ppointmel { 

tr. + } } ] " . 
cl y¥ tO Which his friet W posed, Sut 
he had this further ¢ li 1 to increas 








Je 3 Rioils at alee } 
stigated the mob, and afterwards approved of 
ull ther proce din were persons holdin 


the hichest p! yn), and with w 


his family had lon: 


ice in the nati 
been intimate, and whom 
he had been accustomed to look up to al e- 
When we considet 


be able 


: . 
these thi i ee 


Spt Ct. 
will then 


ve the disap) 
xiety which Mr. Scott mu 
Cts 


1s languag 


to cont 
ment and 
felt. In 
think I have 


alluding to this sub I do not 


used too strot 


Now, what was the ground for any such 
statement ? Admiral Elliot went to intro- 
duce him to the town of Hawick, and, after 
urging the people to give him their Sup- 
port, Admiral Elliot, upon secing about 


ae 
half a dozen women standing at some dis- 

1 : at. 1 
he crowd, said, that the + 


tance from t 


] ! = or) Pee . . salen ° 
had great intiuence over the electors 





as We l] as every where els a and he ho ed 
that influence would be given to him (Mr. 
Elliot), and h appealed to them, both rich 
ind poor, to oive their SUP} rt and j 
fluence. This, then, was the speech which 
was said to be an inducement to the elec- 
tors of Hawick to commit those excesses of 
which the vy had been accused. The hy 
member for Selkirk had, however, made a 
statement, and he now begged that hon. 
Gentleman to listen to it. 

“ Who was it I k, who ft st invited th 
non-electors of Ilawick to tak heir in 
these p: ceedings, d tou 10! ¢ to | i 
the just and constitutional privileges of th 
electors of this county from eing exercised { 
Admiral Elliot! He « ind wv 
individuals whe, durit the whole of t ¢ 
two days, gave their countenance to the 1 
and who had considerable influence in check- 
Ing their proceedings beyond a certain point, 
and did not use that influence in givine their 
protection to the electors ? Who we the 


1 
h, ¢ 


individuals that interfered with the « 
authorities ? 
ing those m¢ 


mnstituted 
m tak- 


their duty to 


Who prevented them from 
It was 


ACt of the 


asures which 
the 

m_ ruf 
and Lord 
yrevented these sami 
fore 
necessary? and who was it that expressed his 
approbation of the conduct of the mob, and 
palliated those which will 


take, to and 
the ele tors tre 
“© Admiral Elliot 
it that | 

} 


bringit 


preserve pt town, 


fian violence [cries of 
I 1)? Who 


authorities 


wa 
from 


I forward that which was 


of outrage 





] scenes 
long remain in the recollection of those who 
witnessed them [ertes of “ Admiral Elliot ?”’] 


Now, | 


the hon. 


ie must say, that unintentionally 
Member had made a ross mis- 
statement. In his speech he had said, that 
Lord Minto had stayed the whole 
the day in the town of Hawick. The hon. 
Member, he was sure, would be greatly 
surprised to hear, that Lord Minto was 
never there at all, except for a quarter of 


of 
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either surprised to find, that 


the Uh 


who interfered most were those 


hour before poll closed. 


individual 


who sat in the ‘Tower Inn, and who seut 
out their orders more like an emperor of 
China than like common individuals, and 


it was they who commanded, or attempted 


to command, the sherilf; and it was from 


that place the orders were issued? ‘Then 
the tion was asked —‘* Who was it 


prevented the 


que 
constituted authorities from 


bringing forward the force that was neces 


sary lo that charge he must say Lord 
Minto pleaded guilty, aud he certainly pre 

vented the military being introduced into 
the town at a time when it was perfectly 


1 few lines from 
the hon 


ce must give ¢ 
letter written by 


a 
quict. But h 
the explanatory 


Member for Selkirk :— 


I ] I hn what st 
each tl } i cou) tenane 
by th p es of t 1 
| In dire lvising the « 

i i { a \ \ re t tie 
uri { iter part of t time, and Iw 
not d | he ae 1 the ble k i ib m 
view, tl 1not | cipally, when T mad 
ikl i 

ihe hon. Member must certainly be 


Lord Minto 
n upon the first day 
of the poll but for half an hour, and as for 
himself he was not there at all. Now, it 
retended by anybody, that upon 


I 
1 
I 


4 
WW 
t v 


Was never in the 


was not }) 
] i dA. 
the second dav or t 


1e poll there was aby 
riot at all 


Even the sheritf, in his depo- 
even that day there 
He acknowledged, that 
Elliott, in the 
he went to the polling-booth, and 


] 


sitions, sald, that on 


was no riot at all. 
his brother, Ld miral was 
town; 
told the sheriff 


Ww 
Ai 


he could make use of him 
in keep and if he could be of 
any assistance in keeping the peace, he 
trusted, that the sheriff would avail himsel! 
The sheriff did not send 
but 
Scott, who had arrived, ac- 
by gentleman from 
Edinburgh, went immediately into the 
town; the mob closed on them, and they 
were pushed by force and by the weight of 
the people ; they went toa house on that 
side of the street. Upon hearing of this, 
\dmiral Elliot addressed the people ; he 
called upon them to open the street for 
Lord John Scott and his friend. They did 
open the street, and at the time when the 


ie the peace, 


of his services. 
Admiral Elliott . 
Lord John 
companied 


. ’ 
tor at twelve o’clock, 


| 
another 


| disturbance was at its greatest height both 
| gentlemen 


walked through that 
crowd of the people, and this, too, without 
the slightest insult being offered to them 


ereat 


905 Reeot 


W hat was the reward for all 


} ( » received by \ it! } | Hie 


‘ : : , -) 
said. mdeed, that he aid no 


John Scott to be 1rajured, be« 


have brought disrepute up 
This was hi 
thauked for his kind othe 
that manner that 
interpre ted. No so 
Lord Minuto arrived from 
communication was made to 
bailiff of 
eourse as a mac cr 
of the town, i ( Chat 

Lord Mino, that e should | 


| ° 1 
to give his assist , Dut 


of, and, therefore, he beeged 
but that if anything happ 
re-consider tie ect i 
4] 


a | 
therefore, did 


which the proceedings of th 
aay commenced, \t \ 1 oO 


MmoOrning, a party oO farm 


the town were partially a-saul 


idle bovs at its entrance. Not 


was sent to the sheriff, and he 
sent notice of it to the magi 
them, that if it happened twic 
happened once, he should 
send off for the military. N 


intelligence of this threat get al 


a great excitement commen 


town; and he appealed to tho 


1 
1 
Wi 


the most likely thing in the wor 


the riot which it was utt 
the right hon. Gentleman 


a person named Richard Young 


been ill used at the polling iD 


I 


whatever intentions might have 


some persons in interfering wi 


th 


: aaa mis Saar 
anytnipe of the feelings of elec 


iether a threat of that natur 


Intluencea 


iitt 


( 
Li 
} 

i 

re 
thig 

ih 


1 
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! ] 


y rere lie did not know where thre place, let you and | tovether, or vou by 


vlling place was to be moved from) yourself, do what we can with the eivil 


liaw in Roxburgh there were four) power; and if we cannot succeed in repres 
disti Hin laces Che sheriff had! si it, then will be your time to bring in 


] 
sed over Melro beeau it was} the military Now he put it to every 








Hol t to | favourable position to his! Gentleman inthat House whether this wa 
party ! \ i \ that t! rill hot t coul lic ta d | \ thi spirit of thie 
f t had need polling | constitution. Would it be right first to 
laces, n they were first fixed; and, bring in the military, and afterwards have 
lihouet ie l ! relat 1 ¢ ut to the civil power ? Lord Lothian 

\ l friends, | did ike the militarv into Hawick, but 

{ Cri Lord! deliver him. he teok them t ya pla e three-miles from the 
l hy I ! I] } | I - { \ he ( th \ r mained, Now h 
0 nt } 1 the ht | Gentleman’s atten 
\ \ { tion fi iL moment to what he wis cOIDE to 

place: Ly. Lord Minto was guilty of the 

\ | ! ( tu heinous offence of peaking to the people, 

he sh \ t t ti however writ- | telling them not to be riotous, or to 

r the military, he appealed tothe ; make any disturbance and he would 

P| u t] iny hi ld | . do hi} bye { to keep the military out, 

t! to he people cheered his advice, and Lord 

I lfual « { Min led to sav, | do hope I may 

l W li { i item t Cpr don you hi lay, and that not ou 

whi t} f will make the slightest disturbance. 
} ! ] 1 1 


» had not been | in} Lhe people cheered again, and Lord Minto 





t! ive letter from id, you will give me a token that not one 
Lord Lot] t t of tl wut ii] 1 the spot on which you 
(jl Pag ( ] fill ¢ —- ta ill h \ ll the Lower Inn have 

| had rived with e | polled, (this was on the morning of the se 

1) { | { epe | ( { day), and 1 will go and pledge my 
of I thian arrived | honoui on th faith of that token, that 

l { in ion of | they n all come in safety, and withou 

{ SE \ , pon whi ’ } id th) loht { dai ver to the poll, Now. 
he iit ul i d 1 ft he wanted to ka hat w the meaning 


mecorrect wt th he had | of trying to connect his family with riots 








| } { ! ee as sesccl | 
at ! il itl Ort BI ea to Nave occurred, When 
} +] } } = } 
t1 lear tha s brother had done ex ry 
1 ° “7 . 
i hi ! n ver te maintain tranquullit 
( ( t led ‘ l 1 st unwa ib! it 1 5 most 
en} 1 alt \ it ] herous ie not only up nerou 
vial Ls, EE sae as Ie ress hut he ae “or ge ee ae 
OV" ana Nn ! n. Wien this Va Was— DUT tr Would not O On WIth the 
, ’ , : rey] . ty 
ecel t ft rrives my tiie ne Ane Opposing canadate Was 
a i iaWwil , 1m} ‘In lin tor ms own imtimate friend, and the hon. 
‘ } | ; 4 A ee ae a G Pa en te] — ll. that: } 
(10d s . com to their ass re rcoutieman opposite knew well, that neithei 
"I 
+] 4 41 4 -! » 1 - 1 q a 4 1 . . c e . 
stating ft 0 i ¥ OF 2} hin I, nol ny memper of his family had 
“2 1 | 1) aE, “ee +4 Fats 
citeme! is} Dot iid ens ever borne a character which could counte- 


that assistance vw absolutely me s- | nance such a stigma Though the hon. 








Loi ito rid tholh d| Gentleman might believe what he stated, 

Lord Lot t] dof hi 10 d he t rht the hon. Gentleman did 

of mar { me gentle i believe it, for he could no suppose that 
of the county Lord Minto rged Lord | any Gentleman would stand up and wil- 


othian ni to take t! troops into} fully state what was false, if the hon. Gen- 


Haw that 1 cutrance of | tleman did believe it, he ought to have 
thirty mounted troopers into a town in| been more cautious in examining the stat 

which everything had been done that could | ments made to him, and for the future hi 
be aot t te th » to viol nt ihe ih ped this would be a lesson to the hon. 
would | trended with the utmost danger. | Gentleman, not to be eulled by a parcel 
He urg Lord Lothian n ywith his | of erroneous information, and to make 
troops, and said, ‘* Go ho rid into | statements calculated to create an entirely 
the town with me; ifany disturbance takes | false impression, What was the real mo. 
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tive of all this? From the commencement | The neht hon. Gentleman had stated 
of the election, till the end, one vstem was that Lord J. Scott was afraid to go to the 
pursued by the opposite party, which was, | poll. Lord J. Scott never il such a 
to make a case to s¢ rve their purpo e after- | thing he never tated y su h thiu 
wards. He should state, in the tirst p! ce, | | a r could have ietended to say any 
that great hopes were held out, as he knew, | suco MW Neither he nor Colonel 
tu his opponent and to an ble per 1. much | MM Donald « ld hi e been f) relied 
interested in the success of the election, | upon the professional character of the on 
that the election would iy Oo in dl. Oily nd th conduct tl tht thy 
a few days before the election, that b uld not | heen afraid These two 
person wis informed that his pr rty ould | Gentle: i liad w ked through tl townlh 
cain by a majority of forty. It wa m=} Un ed i when tl! citement was 


possible that that could be the ease, and, ! at its ereatest height. TTe oueht to men- 


therefore, thi 


ersonus who held out these | tl t! ! Ons ( had been 


hopes, must have known that they wer luted, aud the next morning, 
holding out fallacious hopes to that nol 1 it was suid, that persons were afrat 
person, and it was necessary, therefore, { » th poil, i supposed that more 


when a disappointment ensued, that there | than 500 constables had stood to guard a 


] t | 3 ® 4 } 1 is 
should be some good excuse for the failure pace of s rads [hes SCO const es 
1 ] 1 ] ’ } : 1 
—that some plausible cause should \S- led vou in lensth 
. > 4} ] W"] 1] } } ] 
signed for the loss of the election. Wihiat, | fie cou l hon. Gentiemen, that th 


then, was the course pursued by the oppo- | tow: more quict than that Flouse had 


ite party? On tl morning of the fi he it 1 t Disorderly as Hawick 

day, they began witha protest from ninety- | had J rd hed to be, he could assur 

four voters, stating, that they would not go} them, that in that House, there had occa- 
, st z, 2 


to the poll, unless they had further protec- | sionally been more disorder than in Hawick 
tion. Well, what came next ? Lord John | on that day. Lord John Scott and Col. 


Russell, in his deposition stat d, (Report, | M’D lL had not been injur the first 
page 154, qu stion 4,588),—the Hous day. Was it possib that they could b 
would observe it was a most extraordinary i 1 to go to t] Pou the next day? 
statement—that he did all he could re vw I [.. } ormicl he had 
prevent the voters from going to the poll. |; come to the poll with his (Mr. Elhot’s) 
Seven of the county magistrates sent a {colours on his carriage. But, then, that 
declaration to the polling sheriff} stating, | Gentleman was known to be conservative ; 
that they had resolved, in their character | he polled, voted against him, walked to the 
of justices f the peace, not to allow any | Tower 1 baited his horses, and then 
voter to leave the Tower Inn, and to left tl COW ‘ i ne dy even id a word 
prevent the electors wh » were there from | to »>m | t ny ¢ thi r ntle man 
exercising their functions. Now, he | ve dor thre Line hn tact every body 
b Gg red to know, whether it had ever might hay d ne the sam 1] : rentle- 
yet been heard of, that even justices men, lh ver, did not do 1 but the 
could step forward, and prevent any | came t resolution, that there was the 
gentleman who wished to poll from | greatest state of intimidation es isting in 
doing so? And yet, while all this was | a town which was perfectly quiet Phe 
going on, Colonel M’Donald informed | right hon. G lemau did not say. that 
them, he was makine notes of all the! there was an assault of any kind, nor did 
proceedings; no doubt, with some ulte- | he pretend to “ity SO There was one point 
} mM ished to refer to before he sat 


rior intention, What, then, was. thi 
result of this great attempt to prevent down, \ letter had been writt u trom 


ninety-four persons irom Pong to p 1] Vs | d } hi ili to the she I'l F { H I ivi iC k. 
What was the effect produced? Of those | He should say, that applications had been 
ninety-four persons who yrotested they mi ¢ out all day ions for the military 


could not go to the poll, eighty shortl y.or al- i bye ipplications came from the lowe 
most immediately afterwards, went to the inn. No ulitary were wanted, unless for 
poll, Notwithstanding the prohibition fhis | th 
party, at number voted; and the most | that their presence n ht produc evidence 
extraordinary thing was, that only a few | of a t whether any occurred or not 


\ 
lappened in 1835, happened 


retainers of the party did not poll ‘and the | and what had | 
reason they did not do so was, that if they ; again in 1837. It was published 
did go to the poll they would be beaten, | the newspapers, that the troops had been 


° 


n all 
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brought i, and that the voters were | he was euilty of 1] re abonunation 
escorted out by them 0 there was | his brot! he caused how of hands ¢t 
not 2 word of truth in this Wh did | be taken to 1 the pe le promise ft] 
Lord Lothian say, in answer to the appli- | they would remain stock-still where th 
cation of the sheriff Hie | | not got the were ti] ( m ol the Oppo if 
letter of the she fF, but he uid read th | party ] Ee © Hed V hie this VW sd 
reply - it was this: ‘Sir A's you hav hh ent over to the 'T ! 
not stopped the poll, and as you state that | there met Mr, Horne, and said to hit 
there is no rioting, I do not feel myself} “Mr. Horne, whatever reason vou m 
justifi dl 1th MA ng t! t! hh TC f) | - i h l il on mv ! 
Hawick at this moment As soon, how-] cuarantee. that every man shall co 
ever, as the poll is closed for the d 1} without the shehtest difficulty ify 
shall direct ¢ pt in Royds to enter Hawick, | will « ly let me go into t room Ll te 
upon mM ree i mn Ol ! nly LON fT rn mrne sul No I 
i 
to do so, for t S \ Gentle you are t ti t 1 hu i 
whos dep rtul cannot i \ Mii i went b | to tl yy lini 
evil power Who said that t could | booth an vaited ther H the poll 

i i 
not ensure the safety of those vot > | el | a id two or three times to tl 
‘Their safety would bye insured, but they Ines} fo se WV uh ve th kind 
would not come out Hle could conera- | 4 to look and see if there is any difficulty 
tulate the House, that he. coming to} in com to the noll?’ The sheriff sai 
the end of his stor had not himself| repeatedly, that they could come out i 
rl ved t | t k t lt ] { t] \ ( [ I ! ) i i Cul 
hour | re ( | Phat tances the « } : i tl } 
the fit me h } il d In H I tT ov ( 1 te that t! ew H 
althouch tl hon. J t Sell] } obstruction 1 n tne wa f tl | | 
Mr. Pringle) said, 1 had been | The ed. He (Mr. Ellio 
1MStl t t! le { ! I | a then iL cc] not WV Ih » tal you |} 
When he « reinto to t 1) n uUrypt If Wink there 1 uch 
pace he foun | r»I tin cactiy | obstruction H nt them coming 
is thev were sittt i } al 7 ’ e poll. NNO} t Mr. Scott. is entit 

. . . 

was a sp I! cen i the people | to a certi ti f t! mn i think t 
were ran | dl ° H na ral vot re o} ructed ve a certiheat { 
went Into the polling booth d aft Mr. S to that effect.” Che she} 
few ‘ neral 8) rvati I isk lw mat a iF did né thin! there wi unvth 
Wis the I hl of the vote! t n fs ae ven t} } Tle ! lj t t 
the House? as a 


bering dete mine to yp 
should not t) said, that 
declared, tl ire the sher 
\dmiral ] ert 
uid, QO) 1 I | eC ible 

mise to conse tatin th 
p l-books to 

the poll of 

there. If 

did not beli O 





refer them t 





sheriff say ? 


hesheritfs Will 





occasion for his oF 12 there, as tnere was his ( de ce? He st ited in his h vid it 
no reason why the voters should not come | that he was asked what was the meanin 
tohim. He (Mr. Elliot) came up at this | of the electors not coming forward, as 


time and said he would go and speak to! there was no obstruction: and he though 


the people, and accordingly he vot up on | he said that he was entitled to a certifieate 


the hustings and made one of those elo- | stating, that in his (the sheriff's) opinion 

quent speeches for which he was so famous. | nothing occurred to prevent them ; and h 
; ; 

When he had concluded, he must say, that | thought he said that he could not give 





Zid fivods at th , 


' such an opinion 
t was, that rioting had taken 4 
that the voters were under such ea 7 ' | 


f bodily harm as. pl 


able dread « 
t them coming forward. Chis was what the | dist 

sheriff stated now, but he declared that it v I that t] 

not what he then said. ‘The sheriff st { nerve 

that he hada bad memory, and t ni 


i \ 
Pai ete é 3 xe \ 
was not himself certain of 1 t had p 
I 
He st ited before tl (‘ommittee tl \ { richt ¢ 
was not certain of what had passed. Nov ' ters in thr 


he recollected periect vy what had pas | ry ant a 
le was certain that there had not { dp 
open rioting or violence, and | I" : t . 
that the sheriff should ; la ! l i rict 
the effect that no « true ! ! 11 unty Llow ¢ n. | 
offered to those ) > tO ¢ i] 
certificate was dictated by himsel v. H 
A had no doubt that the honest intention « t nolled out. 


= the sheriff was, to state, that there had | he manag 


no obstruction to prevent the 4 ! ) ; t t s usual 

if to the poll that day if t vy chose to cor ) ( \ | ? \ 

7 He would refer to one ot! | i 

i he riff, by ing a ri What he meal ! { i W Of 

, giving a certificate that no obst t] t e, 

i. had been placed in the way « voters, upwards fifty vote 
stated before the ommitte { t ! 
feeling was, that there was no riot or « 

violence, but that they, the people t Li that a m 

‘ Tower Inn, were under a moral obsti . { x invented 
from what had taken pla vesteraay 1 l] would not 
These electors, then, were acting uw i tro \ 

ee moral obstruction from yesterd But ! 
this moral obstruction \ sO grent t } ! { r two 
prevent the voters from coming « w! \ " 
did not the sheriff eo and ta! he } b> n 
the inn? = This was o1 Dol Oo 1 t » 1) } HH 

wished to cal the attention of thr LIS¢ \ tate 

; It was stated, that the election riots were | wl petition | 1gotup. ‘TI 
so tremendously violent that the el n ; 1 there wet 
was Interlered with, and the voters coul 

sa not get to the poll. Now, it appeared from res On { Is 

4 the evidence, that the pollin was nearly 


1, equal on both sides all day: and if that | dist ' count 


] 1] } 
were the case, he could not unde ind | of ! 1 ns, 





upon what grounds proceedings coul ; ( 

taken against the town of Hawick for | Out iS uc dy ily 

; interfering with the election. s he id Haw \ n 
9) he fore, the polling for the whole day was | t ( ) L not sizned the 
mn very nearly equal, In one place, when he | vetition. This showed what was the tru 
(Mr. Elliot) was 147, his opponent, Mr. | ve district. What did the peoph 
in Seott, was 105; when he was, in another |o0 ot districts kn polline. 


place, 50, Mr. Scott was 53; when he w: | t the obstru Sa . 
ne 179, Mr. Scott was 100: and when he was | ex I { y neard trom ird partie: 
141, Mr. Scott was 116. 
¥ be much more even than this? He appealed 
. to the House whether any election could | particu were drawn up and. prepared 
i be much more equal, fhere were 579 rding to the form tn rmer elec- 
voters, of whom 521 polled ; 
Self, and 221 for Mr. Scott. It was said, |of using them, thus clearly showing what 


SOO for him- | tion: they wet prepared before t time 
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What could these pe- 


P, Except what 


the intention was. 
titioners know of the matte) 
they he: ird from the agents of 
party? One of these petitioners, 
had called upon him in Londen, and recol- 
lecting that his name was attached to the 
petition, he said to him, * Drummond, why 
did you the petition ; not 
cmnecied ote Canuck?" He [illtot) 
took down the reply at the die 
Drummond, and it was as follows: 
only petition I have signed is one 
wus brought by Mr. Francis 
about a month ago, as nearly as I can 
remember, and which he 
to pray for a polling place at 
said nothing about Ha 
what was written ; 
it would be —— 
a polling pla I signed my 
was to this stat 


the opposite 
a voter, 


sign you are 


(Mr. 


‘The 
which 
to me Scott 
told me was 
Melrose. He 
did not 


knowing that 


LW k. and 
but 
to have 


sec 
Melrose as 
name.” The 
cement: he 
nt had 


out of 


mans signi ech 
had no doubt, 
intended 


that his hon. oppon 


never to cheat this man 
his signature, to have taken 
care to explain what the contents of the 
petition were before he asked } 
their signatures. If this was the way in 
which the 629 signatures had 
tained, the petition was not worth 
What the Hawick, for 
which this severe retribution was to be 
inflicted 2? Her crin not that 

body had had hi tail torn there 
had been thrown into the river—which., by 


but he ought 


were crimes of 


es Were 


coat 


the by, he might say, was a small stream, 
de spose ‘dl to as being “‘ three, or perhaps 
four,” feet deep, though one of the judges, 


had made a most ex- 
traordinary mis stating the depth 
of the river to be six feet deep, and though 
the right hon. Baronet had also made a 


in charging the jury, 
take in 


mistake about it, for no one was thrown 
into the river — no, not even Richard 
Young. Asto the depth of the river at the 


late election, he believed the fact was. that 
there were two feet of water in it. <A 
question had been put to a witness beforé 
the committee, to what was the depth 
of the river. About,” said the Seotch- 
inan, “ about sax or twal inches.’ 
respect to what had been urged on the 
head of wounds inflicted with unlawful 


weapons, he must confess that wounds 
had been so inflicted, for one man in the 
crowd had been wounded in the but end 
with that unlawful weapon — a pin. But 


then, was it not too bad to hear so much 
about the torrent into which men were 
thrown to sink or to swim, that torrent 
being full six inches deep? However, as 


tation of 


{COMMONS} 


With | 


| subject. 


lof anybody It 


| all other means had failed, 
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Ro vburg h I lection ° 


he had said, none of these thines consti- 
tuted the real crimes of Hawick ; they 
| were these, that the place was full of in- 


telligx nee, of ent« ‘rpris se, and above all, of 
political integrity. Slices 
which it was sought t 
Bill, for the measure was 
the voter, or 


were the crime 
punish hy thi 
not intended for 
r the 
vas an ex} ost fi 


rople of | 


benetit 
tclo law 


becau 


benefit of the 


to punish the pr lawick, 
they had dared to resist the 


it Buccleuch. 


, every sort of inte rruption 


mandates of 


the satellites of the gre: Every 


sort of coer ion 


every sort of corruption, had been atte mp 


ed. but th political principle of Hawick 
whatever faults its people might have 
| were thorough ly staunch; and now, when 


f down came thi 
right hon to ask the House of 
Commons to make itself the deputy to the 
factor of the Duke of Buecleuch. This 
present motion. It 
It had no other mo- 
having this motive, he 


Baronet 


was the object of the 
ry motion, 


but party. and, 





was a 
tive 


¢ 


would give it his most det 


rmined opposi- 
7 A 
tion 
\ 7 T ° j nan } } 4 
il. P; role addre sed the House al 
CO rable leneth, but the hon, Member, 
we regret to say, was Inaudible. 


Mr. ITorsman, 


, divide ! 


loud cries of 
interrupted him 
lat the question 
and he, therefore, hoped 
hon, Gentlemen opposite had 
termined to vote for the 
motion of the i hon. Baronet, that 
they would a wit to be fully and fairly 
‘ Divide ry 
to trespass upon their 
hing 


amidst 
which 
me moments, said, 

Was a new one, 
although the 


come down pre-ck 


f st 
discussed. slion ! ai 





unwilling 
ot 


lie was 
attention, and: but a sense of duty 
could induce his to press his sentiments 
upon the House. This was not only a new 
but an important and a constitutional 
question, and if they adopted the proposi- 
tion of the right hon. Baronet, he could 
not help thinking, that would | 

establishing a dangerous precedent. At 
ought not to go to a 
division without hearing the opinions of 
those parties who were informed on thi 
Not only was the question a new 
one, but the peepenes yn of the right hon. 
Baronet was one that was never heard of 
before. (Divide, divide ny The obj et 
the right hon. Baronet had in view was to 
have the polling-place removed from Ha 

wick, and simply because riots had ensued 
the introduction of thi 
military, not only when there was no oc- 
casion for their presence, but, in fact, be- 


they 


all events, they 


In consequence of 
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fore any disturbance began. He feared,| Why, in his examination on the trial, 
that, if the precedent were once est iblish d, wl ere he Chie to try to exavor rate, 
they would soon have all oth 43 elections st ti y that the rit r was high. he savs 
placed under military control, and this, that the rivulet was about a yard broad 


. 


he should be able to show, would be an, and a foot and a-half deep. Then th 
unconstitutional proceeding. On what was! right hon. Baa et had told them ot voters 


the motion founded? Why, on theevidence deterred from going to the poll, and 
taken before the Roxburgh Election Com-, quoted the evidence of M Rutherford 
mittee: but it should not be forgotten, Shiel na » had read a t, and a part 
that the whole of tliat evidence proces ded) 0 IY —he had read that | hich was in 
from partisans, whose statements, theres | his « r, and kept | that which 
fore, were characterised by exaggeration. | mad t hin Mi. Rutherford S) 
The right hon. Gentleman had not dealt 1 y to the poll. After t] 
fairly with the evidence, aud had used hich the ri hon. Gentleman 
only so far as it 1 ld serv t] pul had ted t : 


which he had in view. tle had m 
. ) sty Sel 

appear, from the manner ip wiich he a 

scribed the evidence of Myr. Patterson, tha 

he was a much injured person. [Sir ./ 

Graham had stated nothing, but mercl P <— f 


read the evidence from the report. ] I 


knew the right hon. Baronet cid so; but ‘WW = 
that was what he complained of ; the very y of Mr. Scott’s v 
fact of his quoting from the book, showed | —\ 
that the right hon. Baronet had read the 
whole evidence, and yet he quot d only a yee re WI 


part of it. This person, on his cross-ex- 
amination, gave the following evidcuce :— “Did ae a a ee 


“‘ You have said before, that you t} 
Did y t t 
certainly must have been meant as a | 
have you not said, that you thoug! t was mee 
- 7 () Vy 
meant as a joke, the administering the oath t . . | 
Noi 


you ?—Yes; I thought that.” 


So that this very person thought the 
thing a joke. On the trial at Edinburgh, rh lence of Mr. Scott went to shor 
on his cross-examination, this person said, that, so little did he consider himself in 
“T did not think that more was meant | danger, that he did not apply to the con- 
than a joke. I thought that it was all a | Styles for protection, and the only moles- 
joke.” Then, the right hon. L’aronct had | * ti ceived vi that some one cried 
ig , 


told them of the water scene, and he had | oUt“ A Pery, as he went along. Amongst 
1 5 3 


picked out a part of the evidence of Mr, | Se etter statements of tI right hon. 
Scott, and omitted the other. And what | Parenet was a charge of robbery against 


}* . - : ra | an ae ° 5 1 ‘ 
did this witness say, who might be sup_ | Some oF the crowd. It was said, tha Mr. 
- : ‘ I eee r oe ae a ? ] 
posed to be under the influence of terror, | PETWIEK Was robbed oF bis por et-book 
pa . " 2 ( +a? 7 1 hit af oo ] a¢ | 
and likely to overstate the circumstances ? | Coutainine -, but it turned out that the 
“nT : } \] pocket-book was returned by a boy, who 
hey forced you down in Millewynde ?- ry a } : : 
ve, . - rOoul i n the streets Sit j s G - 
Sess ] » | t . ] ft , f 
Se When you got the a | invt } / @ read that in | tracts fh 1 
anything to you 2—Yes: there w Sacre t hie viden It was truc the neht how. 
- J H . } } ° 1 1 
between four and five feet hich. sloping down Baron nad id that the poc et-book had 
to the river, and the multitude pushed m been returned, but the right hon. Baronet 
down there; there was a little water at the | had not stated the whole case. This re- 
* 4] ] +} } , } ] 
“ste vi ih eee _ river Swe Tl no t] | cket-! ok sh wed th t the 
but there was a little at that time: ect lh in ¢i 1 
aie S all ‘ ‘ bell > J mov in the streets I Hawt K, ind those 
a blow on the back of my head } led t} W f 
: j who ay them, Tore I r scrupulous i 
“6 Was the water shallow enot 9 kes, WI : ica coe Mo! a p lou a 
if } } +] } 7, ; \ it the were sutt ed to d than the 
you to wade to the sand bed 7~Y« sape ; ) 
1 ' 1° ‘ be 
lLlow deep was the wat the [ dc { ( 1 H, did li mean t fend 
not know : it might b IX, Or elg or ten any viorence, Dy whomsoever ¢ mmitted, 


twelve inches deep. but he envi d not the feelings of those who 
6 * 1 - 49 9 1 . 
What was the bre adth Of the wate. brought charge ot robbery acainst the 
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people at Hawick, on such grounds as the | 
hon. Baronet had stated. The ri rht hon. 


Baronet had referred to the evidence of | 
| 

' . Mes te . 

Mr. R. Kk. Elliot, a decided partisan, to | 


show that the magistrates phic fal ead in 
their dutv: but to what did that evidence 


amount? It was, that Bathe Goodfellow | 


was within the railing, and, by his westieu- 
lations, he seemed as if he wished to pacify 
the mob, but he (Mr. Elli lid not heat 
anything that 1 ud by the bathe. Stres 


had been laid upon the number of window 


broken: but he ( Mr. Horsman ) con- 
tended, th it no reater act ol V10 ence 
had been committed than tho which 
\ it par Lyle from ] H ei 
No such outrages h take a 
right hon it t had di ibed, i 
only some if Lhe shi ht é i f VIO 
which were almost inseparal from elee- 
tions, and even those had been pros iked 
by the introduet on of ti Ii! 0 bic 
would refer to ¢ ;to show how stronely 
the practice of introducing the military a 
elections h been cond ed by th 
House, and by individual Mei ! Phe 
rst case to which he uld refer in ler to 


' “y } ’ ' 1 1 ‘ 1 oo. 
show how decidedly the ‘fous: iset their 


faces against the introduction of military 
at elections, even while a riot was taking 
place, was in the case of th election of 
Sir P. Musgrave for Carlisle in 1827. A 
desperate riot had occurred on that ocea- 


? Vy} 


sion: and the military were called in. The 


subject was brought under the considera- 


iion of the House by the right hon. Baronet, 
the present Member for Pembroke, in the 
shape of a petition from « rtain inha- 
bitants of Carlisle, complaining of th 
unconstitutional int oductlon of a military 
force at the last election 1 t city. Th 
right hon. Baronet ol} ved, that he would 
awdmit that the ordinary squabbles which 
took pla e al lections were beneath the 


¢ 
notice of that ti use : but whi th the rieht 


of election was interfered wi h, and th 


free exercise of th elective franchise pre- 
vented by the interferen “a military 
force, he thought he should not perform his 
duty if he allowed any person 1 ie lings to 


j 
the right hon. Baronet then wen 


that the use of m lita ' force was unnece: 


sary, and that theeivil foree would have bee: 
fully suflicient to quict tl disturbance 
On the same oc sion Mr. Seer Cary Peel 
‘ depreca ed, in the strongest terms, any 
unnecessary calling in of the military t 
assist the civil powel LI proc ded te 


( 
say « The people of { lis] } 


‘ 
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prevent his bringing it before the House. | 


iad hitherto 
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relied on the presence of the military in 
the case of any disturbance: but he must 
now tell them that, that reliance must be 
at an end, for he would not Jend his as- 
sistance to calling in the military on every 
trifling breach of the public tranquillity.” 
The right hon. Sccretary then entered into 
idescription of the riot which had taken 
place on that occasion at Carlisle ; by which 
it evidently appeared that it was of a far 
re serious character than that which had 

j 

1 


. ° 4 TT 2 | . . i 
occurred at Hawick. He would now refer 


to the case of another riot in Carl sle, in 
1821, when many men had been knocked 
lown and some had their legs broken. In 
the debate on that occasion the right hon. 
Member for Montgomeryshire observed, 
th: to call in the military during an 
election \ an infringement of the rights 





or the p yp »as respe ted the election of 
their representatives, which nothing but 
the clearest necessity could justify.” When 
the inquiry into the subject by the Com- 


mittee of Privileges was finished their 
] 
if 


] 
i 


i HOWIng passage : 


’ . ia eae a al c 
report contained the 1 


} 


“ That it does not appear to this Com- 


mittee that there was any riot or tumult 
of that dangerous and uncontrollable mag 
nitude which alone can excuse the intro- 
duction of an armed force during the 
period of an election, without a previous 
resort to the utmost exertion of the civil 
power.” In the speech which followed the 
prest ntation of that report, the right hon. 
Member for Montgomeryshire said, ‘ it 
] ipprove of the 
introduction of the military; but it was 


: as 4 2 
was Impossibie not to ais 


proved that at the particular time when 
that took place, the civil power was placed 
upon a very Inadequate footing.” In the 
case of Hawick, however, the military 
were not introduced merely at a particul ir 
time, ‘they were introduced before the 
election and during the election. The 
hon. Member for some time persevered in 
an unsuccessft! attempt to obtain a 


hearing; at le, 2th, finding all his efforts 


unavailing, he moved the 


m expressed his hope 
that the hon. Gentleman would not per- 
severe in his motion for adjourning the 
debate. He trusted that the hon. Gen- 


tleman would finish the observations which 
: : 

he wished to make, and that the House 
would listen to him, {<6 Dir ile, adjou) Ny 


1} Lord John R M7 said, that probably 
) his ion l riend, the Vik mber for ( ‘ocker 
}mouth, had nearly completed all he had 








adjournment of 





he oe 4 


99] Sduca tit 6Maw OF2 a y ? 
ry ve! | - ‘ j 


, 1 ¥ 
to say, but his learned Friend. the Y Ty oer ’ a 
i ] i ( ) } } 
A «I, > 1 : 
L\dvocate, had been so or iv attacked y +o ‘ . 


that it was due to his own ¢h racter ft 











+} eof, ‘ 
iT I¢ ?) yet t ; 
ul at 101 uy} I ! a ] ] 
ut . , y’ 7] ] ! 
pOUrOnMne adepate » 
1) ] , | { t 
Jevate adjourned j 
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we Education 
been frequently pronounced > mn them. 
He would also take care to abstain from on 
topic to which he had intim: ey ie ahah 
probably allude when giving notice of his 
motion —namely, the conduct of the Com- 
is matter. He 


missioners themselves in this 
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| serio isly 


that 
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(Ireland ). 


say that system had succeeded in 
respect even in the 
Ele should be exceedingly obliged to noble 
Lords if they would favour him with their 
attention upon this subject. In obedience 
to a vote of that House, an order had been 
numbers of the 


smallest degree. 


had been induced to give up that part of his | issued for a return of the 
notice, because he felt, that this question | Protestants and Roman Catholics in the 
— to be kep t free from being mixed up | various national schools; but they had 
ith anyth ing of a personal nature, and | received in answer to that order an intima- 
“i 1use he fi lt als x that if there were ul y ; ttlon, that 1 wa i} l for the b ard to 
fault on the part of the board, it 1 ld | obtain h inforn n—at least, that i 
attach to different Individuals in a ¢ | Was contrary to he principles upon which 
degree. In some, it might gin hey } led to cause han investiga- 
purposed and wilful par ity—in } tlon to be mad Now, he had acquie 
it might be owing to culpable negligence lin that prin ple, and it was therefore 
only—-whilst in others, to their inability to | with considerable surprise, that he found 
inquire into these matters from pressing | that the board were determined to avail 
occupations of a diflere ne sort. |: r the ( | the { lve of tl } ) il ilit i ol tain- 
reasons he refrained from calling on thei | in that ormation; and, although 
Lordships to « xpre ss any opinion upon the | they were not enabled to obtain a strictly 
conduct of the Commissioners. He would | official retur rs y got such a return as 
now beg to read the resolutions which 1 ; the purposes of argu 


intended to propose :— 


“ist. That it appears that the system of 
national education in Ireland has failed to 
attain the objects which are stated 
dated October, 1831, written by Mr. Stanley, 
now Lord Stanley, to the Duk Lei 
especially as to uniting Roman ¢ atholics 


in a letter 


Stel 


and 


( 0 


Protestants in the same schoo 
" 2nd. worki M4 of the sy 
tended to the undue encouragement of the 
Roman Catholic and discouragement of the 
Protestant religion in Ireland. 
“3rd. That the modifi 
in the fourth report have not been found 


litigat the 


: 
That the tem has 


ations recommended 
adee 


quate to preven eCVils CONi- 
plained of,” 

On turnine his attention to the first 
resolution, which stated, that the system 
ba failed to effect the objects stated in 
Lord Stanley’s letter, he begged 
their Lordships, that one great object which 
was there mentioned was the the 
Protestant and Roman Catholic ehildren in 
the but 
other objects, 
stated or known to be intended by that 
noble Lord and th 1 
first of these objects was, thut 
should be given for 
instruction to the 
Catholics; and the second was, that as much 


to remind 


union of 


same schools ; there were also two 


ass : ‘ther expressly 
which Were either c¢ <pressiy 


Government; and th 
opp tunity 


separate religious 





Protestants and Roman | 


religious instruction common to both deno- | 


minations should be 
possible without exciting 

mosity, and hostile feelings. 
as to the first point, that of uniting the 
children of different denominations in the 
schools, he apprehended, that no one could 


‘alousy, ani- 


Now, then, 


introduced as was 
| any 


| 


Wes Re } 
they could use fi 
j 


| prev inc 
t] 


} 


Mr. Car btained from the 


Isit had « 
° ° ‘hg ] 
a return O01 


fro l 





11S] that natur 
$16 schools, and the result of the informa- 
tion was, that they contained 15,633 Pro- 
testants, and 90,595 Roman Catholics—in 
the proportion of about one to six. Now, 
at first that appeared to coincide with a 
very fair presum ait of what the numbers 
eht be; it did not differ —— from 
% prop tion herein ne ‘atholies and 
Protestants throughout the pop ulation ; but 
when they c: me to examine into the mat- 
ter—when they looked minutely into the de- 
und, that all that large number 
children from one 
red that of the number 
belonged to th 
Ister, whilst in all the others 
re were only 1,009. But still further, 
the province of Ulster he 
must feel—that instead of the 
the two denominations b« 


ited by 


tails—they fi 


of Protestant was taken 
province, for it appear 
he had mentioned 14,600 
of | 
even 1 felt— 
every 
children of 


united, 


One 
ing 


i : 
actually disun 


the operation of this system, for it appeared 
that of 371 schools in the province of 
Ulster, there were 71 in which there wer 


r the other denc- 
In 121 
than five chil 


no cll tren cither of one o 
mination, whichever it 
others there were not 
dren either of one or the other of the two 
nations. In the province of I 
therefore, where alone ther re appeared to bi 
symptoms of the 
ared clearly 
thi re 


might de. 


more 


denom Iste r, 





success of the 
192 out of 
approaching to 


SV SU ni, 
that in 
nothing 
two denominations. In all 
SOO sch Mls gut of 


it app 


) 1 
SCHOOLS, was 


an union of the 


ithe four provinces in 
i 


























225 Fducati 
814, the proportion of Protestants to Catl 
lics was not one in four, or, in ot] 

there w: i 
to 500 of the other. SO ( pl wis t! 
division, that in one tov 

quently find diflerent scl s in [ 
which there were no P1 


} { 
S avouT 100 of on 


> al | 
homan Catnon | 
} 
ants nda a 
o 1) { | 
W Cre hO ii A 
, 
ants. lV} ! 
] 
vaded « n bell 
. 
that the best opi 


to one-tbit 1 Re 1 Cat} ( 1 
of the schools, the | ick- 
School, there wer 

and only two Pi 

the school to whicl 


referred, as showine what 
the system produced in 
classes, and giving to each 
tion. The school in B 
been under the Laneastrian svs 

under the control of tl! Kaldare-} 
Society, but since it had been under the | d 


Commissioners of National Edueation, 
fewer Catholics had entcred than formerly ; | w 
so, even in that erack school, if he might 
use the phrase, the system appeared =| f 
tirely to have failed. An intelligent w 


had been before the 
purpose of showing 

i P s : 
the education, and he had told t 





the Bible was read in the schoo! s 
and the Scripture extracts constantly. 
what were the facts ? is lone a ie} 
year 1835, th present Dr. Croly,the R 
Catholic Arechbisho 


- - 


to the rules of the | 
all their strictness; he consented to 

the Bible to be read VI hie tl Ss, a | 
authorised translati 
in the hearing of Roman Catholie chi 


but in classes; and he consented th 

testant masters might instruct R 
Catholic children in the Bible. Whilst, | t 
however, he made those concessions in B 

fast, it was a remarkable circumsta that 


before the Committee of 1835, Dr. M ; 
Dr. Kelly, and other Roman Catholic bishops 
were declaring upon their oat 
such permission was altogether incon 
with the doctrines of their Church. What 
then, had been the operation of the s3 
Had it promoted the reading of 
extracts, much less the Bible? Ey 


VOL, XLII. 


PD. a 


5 
? 
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three of which he said there were 161 
Protestants, and in the fourth, eighty, a 
ventleman named Robertson had taken thi 
first four schools mentioned in tl] list 








to produce the exact total result in numbers 
which had | 1 mentioned by Arch- 
bishop, in 1 se presence Mr. Robe y 
tated hi wlusion on that point. Wh 
then, was the case ? Whi th Cin thi ( 
these schools, inste 1 of 161, there wei 
only thirty-eight Protestants ; and as to the 
fourth, instead of eigl { hool wv 
shut up, because tl people fe ) “ 
dignant at tl very ijea of su L Sl )] 
bearing tl ume of a nat l school, tha 
t] petition d theirlandlord toa v them 
to subscril O/. in ¢ | | 
school, which would not be under even th 
nominal authority of the Commissi rs 
for 1 al it only was, in that instar 





These facts h 
of the parish in 


situated; for 

being examined, he had corresponded with 
the clergyman on the subject ~ He should 
think it wasting their Lordships’ time if h 
pies to press further that point—that 
in the great particular of the supposed 
union which would be effected of the 
Protestant and Catholic children in the 
same schools, in that which was the great 


object not only of Lord Stanley, 
the Commissions and Committe 
ever sat education in car the 
plan had entirely failed, and t 
Protestants and Roman Catholics ] 
disunited instead of : 
object proposed in his letter to 


upon 


being 


sc cond 





the Duke of Leinster was to afford separat 
religious instruction to the children of t] 
two denominations. In what degree the 
board schools had succeeded in olving 
parate r¢ ligi 1 Ca 


child 


holic 





W asain ect 
to the Prot en- 
} } 1 a ) 
deavour to show what had been the result 
£4] ; a hee ry 1 

of the system. he verv best form in which 


it could be supposed, that religious instru 


tion could be given was that one a lopted 
at the model school. The clergyman of 
the parish in which this school was situated, 
cam¢ ee their Lordships’ Committe 

and gave an account of the excellent spirit 
in A 20 the religious instruction of thx 


} 1 
SCHOOL, 


that 


Protestants was carried on in 
these Woodworth 


One of 
stated, that th 


ecntlemen Vr 


meh he and his colleagues 





were oppos 1 to the system, they cheerfully 
complied with the suggestion of the Arch- 
bishop of Dublin in conveying to the chil- 
lren at this school all th ligious instruc 
tion they could d agreed to go and eiy 
every ssistan { DO I Iho 
lereymen could only eive th quarters of 
n hour « n hour’s Instruction at a tin 
id their Lor ' ld judge of them- 
ly Ss what 1 l Nn th VY wo ld be ib] 
to sive 1 that fhose clereyv- 
1 , tnat i Hholars wel Witl 
dit broueht to them, that the 
had no control them when brought 
1 that ther ould) not prevail upon 
(] n to get anything off bv 1 l (ne 
f them comp! lto Dr. M‘Arthur how 
] 
inefficient everything which he did wa 
\ 1 tO S t | ind D1 Vi il- 
thur’s reply w that 1 uld not help it 
as all ] ild do was to t eare that th 
l lren Wert ure rit to thre Y 1} 
Vel e of t n ber of children bi ucht 
to one f ( ] ry! i] was nineteen 
ind r was fiftec 1! verano 
( Protestat Lre iy cht o them 
both was 1 teen, var ain age from fiv 
to fift 1 veul ind » th children they 
were to give, in three quarters of an hour, 
all the re US instruction they were to 
receive What it Wa he Ww ld le V¢ 
their Lordships to judge. Th clergy 
men being lo und pious men, did all 
the could in the time but thev had the 
ortification of seeing that only one or two 
children of the whole number which they 


iw, derived any benefit from their labours. 
Chis was not all. Of the masters sent up 
to the school for trai ho wer 


Wng—men w 
religious differences 


prepar 


for all the responsibilities of their arduous 


to be instructed in the 
of the two Churches, and to be 


ofices—not one, for several months, entered 
the place in which these clergymen wer 
t hing their scholars, o1 lied to them 
for the slightest 1 ructior One of t 

clergymen, not being informed of the in 
tention to send up the masters to thei 
schools, was one day rprised at findl 

there some individuals who were strangers 
to him, and who treated him, not with 


but neg 


— 


dered them in to withdraw 


7 
» strangers, Who appeared to be masters 


in training, retired in consequence. Th 


ther clergyman never objected to their 
presence, and, to sum up all, neither of 
them was ever applied to by these ma: 

in training for the smallest quantity a 


spiritual Instruction Vrom this statement 
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j 
it was pretty clear, that if to give separat 
religious instruction were one of the de- 
clared objects of this system, and n¢ bt 
could exist, that it was one of its declared 
objects, it had signally | 1 
failed; and their Lords} had t] 
powerful experience of six 3 to teach 
them that there was no hoy 
Protestant children to the Sci Is, Ol l= 
dering them acquainted with tl "| 
which can alone make men wi |. 

athe 


vation. 


issuing the 


wassaid,intheinst: t 

‘one of the ol Cts 1 Ga 

ll vl W i th Cs il } nt t ‘ 
was, to introduc l j 

instruction as could be done with 
citing jealousy and cont id 

feeling’—an excellent objeet, but 

could be attained CE nsist ntl \ it] 
Blake’s statement before the Comm 

Education in the House of Comn 
1835, did not exactly appear to o1 


minds; for that Gentleman id 
answer, No. Ph Paes. It w 
dire ctly contrary to the board’s jus 
ciple to give any eligiou instru 


Sut let that pass. 
the 


how board fulfilled that instr 


answered—* By our Scripture « 
and by our having issued a volt 


Sacred poetry.” Of the val 
of sacred poetry” for such a purpose 
not necessary to say anything. Bt 
the volume of Scripture extracts, 
had been so much boasted of, h 
stated, that the great and paramount 


it 


of the institution was to give that religious 


instruction which could be insinuate 


hrough thes 


the Roman Catholics tl 9 


Ss 


had 


try 


xtracts, 


ime Ol 


] 
a VOLUME 


it w 


as 
It as to | 
Wil 
} 
we l 


obj: ct 


d 


chools 


by means of these Scripture extracts. In 
the letter of Lord Stanl y it was stated 
that the Commissioners in 1834 found it 
impracticable to obtain leave from. thi 
Roman Catholic bishops to introduce these 
Scripture extracts into the national schools. 
That was an afterthought of Mr. Carly! 

He had foretold that this system could 


never be adopted, beeause Dr. Murr 
on his oath (and her archbaisl 
to the same 


the othe arcivl 
effect) Statel 
words cited by Mr. Doyle, 


sworn 


p- QOD 


ay bad 


} } 
hae 


7 


in the 


- Any thing read before Catholic cl n 
must be taken from the Catholic ve eV 
if read to other children in their | ( 
Any thing given as Sc ripture must be in tl 
words of the vulgate; we cannot permit any 
other to be used as Scripture extracts are 
inadmissible, even if they are on the most 


Ito 
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On t wr’ l Mh DBlal ! 
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i LO! Hips I LLY 
othe! \ } 1 that } f pre= 
ed t m, besides that of Mr. Blak 
Dr. Murray—evidence which wa 
that could come bef m on 
point. Dr. M‘Hale, i f his 
7 TY) 17 . 
rs. to Lo l J hn LLUSSCI said—and 
M‘Hale was as sn iS y Roman 
i bishop nd w Inquestionably 
3 : = : 
of the ablest men which the Roman 


land had nrod 





holic Church in Ireland had produeed— 
M ‘Hale said, 
My Bla | il empted to \ h L 
d } compiled by ( \ t 
( rea V Ww it > 1€] OS\Y { < 
pie 1oct e, oO the digt ty { f 
1) LI VN iw rd i I 
duals! 1 
] 1 
r ~ ( ( | Ds 
t n eve | duet a: ) 
l Ko trane ( 
S i eT DIS | | 1 5 ex} é 
d It first l 
1 pe l is Vv 1 ES ? 
neg portions of tl I « no 
¢ them 1n all tl s unde 
n, so that the faithful will be fi 
pP ient contag ? 
le adduced this evidence for the pur- 
of enabling their Lordships to judg 
far the acquiescence of the Roman 
holic clergy in those Scripture extracts 


e.% | 
wner gen ral or universa 





xtracts, to which he wished to call the at- 
5 
! 
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but it was his duty to show their Lordships 
that these Scripture extracts were corrupt 








and mischievous as explanations of God’s 
truth to Protestant children. There were 
two passages in Scripture, on which he 
Roman Catholies founded the worship of 
the Virgin Mary, 1 Gen. ili. 15, where 
their translation said, a eps all bruise (or 
crush) the serpent’s hea &e. Our and 
ev Protestant transl: ea had ‘* it (or he) 
shall bruise’—that 1 th ed of the wo- 
man shall bruisc In the Scripture lessons 
the Prot: nt tran is a t (for 
in truth, Ro 1 { bibli scholars 
| admit, that some manuscripts, even of the 
vulgate read it so), be t in their own Douay 


| same, viz., 
| migeat 
crush the 


tention of their Lordships. It had ~~ 
stated, Dr Murray left Mr. Blake t 
jepare volume of *& Scripture extracts 
at ile he was himself absent at Rome for 
six mt sais He did not know whether he 
was to understand from the fourth report 
of the Commission s, that these extracts 
were n . { » be Wl h lrawn an hy 7 
that t] y Were It wa cs 1, tl they 
were, but 1 heught wes to be im- 
plied fron v eport in 
the rule where t] ext re formerly 
ippo 1 to be read in the national schools 
the re Was l nvgera 1\ recommen iti it 
that effect. That relieved their Lordships 
from the pain of seeing that recommended 
to be done which no true Christian could 
e done without f lings of or pam and 
anguish. No one, he was sorry to say, 
C yuld look at the works of the Ce mnis- 
sioners without seeing in them manifest | 
proofs that there had been a degree of 
management in their proceedings which 


was disgraceful to them all, no matter whe- 
ther they were Roman Catholics, 
or Presbyterians. What was their 
joint and common object? To place those 
extracts of Scriptures, which each Church 
claimed as favouring its own peculiar doc- 
trines, the public as the same in 
point of doctrine and discipline for them 
all. in his opinion, 
equally discreditable to all the parties who 


: 
) 4 
Protest 


ants, 


before 


Such a proceeding was, 


had any parti ipation 1 in it. He lamented 
—from the bottom of his heart he lamented 
—to see that men of h eh character in the 


Prot of 
mitted t 


Ina 


stant Church of England had_ per 
selves to be employed in so dis- 
ration. He was inclined 
to look at this matter with as little sev rity 
as possible, He not that those 


} 
ET 
Mnetl 


nuous an ope 


Ww rule i Say, 





} Cross, he ¢ 


} 

! 
: : 
version, t guard their application of the 


ney Pp} ‘a 
passage to the Viti fm by a note, 
saving, that the sense in cither case is the 


the woman is said to 
head herself, or by her 
And the Protestant Commissioners 
have adopte d this note, and that the y 
agree with their Roman Catholic colleagues 
in their understanding of the text. Thus 
is the authority of the Commissioners given 
for the Roman Catholic application of thi 
text to the Virgin, on which application 
they im part founded that worship which 
their Lords ships hi id all repeatedly declared 
to be superstitious and idolatrous. Again, 
the alleged sacrifice of the mass involved 
one of the most important differences be- 
tween the Church of Rome, and the Re- 
formed Churches. ‘The doctrine of Rome 
was, that in the sacrifice of the mass, Christ 
himself in an unbloody manner, 
dying iter é in the sacrifice on the 
d himselfin a bloody manner, 
dying r¢ ie. This doctrine of 
fice of the mass rested principally on the 
Roman Catholic translation of the passage 


whether 
serpent’s 
seed. 


say, 


Ee | 
onmeres 


the Sact j- 


in Gen. xiv. 18,19. For the annotators 
fthe Rhemish Testament admitted, that 
Or the vuemish Lestament admitted, that 
St. Paul, when commenting on the eternal 


{the order of 


men had wilfully betrayed the religion of | 
which they were the ministers, for that | 
would be charging them with wilfully de- 
basing the religion which they were spe- 
cially charged to uphold; but it was im- | 
possible for him not to say, that he saw in 


their conduct an absence of that 
e@enuousness which he had a night to expect 
from them, and absence that serious 
regard for the employment they 
were engaged, in which we all had a right 
to expect at 


( yf 


sacred 





He could not re- 

with the feelings | 
thought ought to animate them, 
he sp save in terms 
of strong censure. 
on their Lordships with theolegical matter, 


their hands. 


concile heir conduct 


which he 


nor could ak of them, 


entire In- 
| bread a: 


| bread 


He was loth to trespass | 


priesthood of Chris t (a priest for ever after 
Melchisedeck) made no men- 
tion of this sacrifice, because of the depth of 
the mystery. They said, that Melchisedeck 
sacrificed in bread and wine, and only in 
1d wine; that this was the sacrifice 
of the priest, according to whose order Christ 
was said to be riest for ever, by 
of the ist. ‘That doc 

ine was altogether built, he repeated, on 
1e Roman Catholic translation of Gen. 
18, 19. Melchisedeck brought forth 
and he was the priest of 
the most high God, 


> 


a p reason 
sacrifice of sae euchar 


tt 
tl 
XIV 


wine, for 


thus making the obla 
tion of bread and wine his priestly act, Our 
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translation, on the contrary, represented , exalt 
him as bringing forth bread and wine, tw 
simply for the refection of Abram and his tri 
wearied soldiers, ‘‘ and he was the priest of } 
the Most High God, and he bl him ;” 1 
thus making the benediction to be the I 
priestly act. The whole ditk rence de- 
pended on the construction of t! ic] 

which was translated by tl Romanists  ¢ 
‘‘for,” by the Protestants Now, | 

the Scripture lesson presented a tr 

which departed from tl orl ! \ 
from both the Roman Catho md the 

thorized version. But wl t ( ; 

care was taken that it sl t 

of the Roman Catholic tra tion 1 ppo- | 
sition to ours ‘© Nielchisedeck, king 

Salem, brought forth bread and wis 
“being a priest of the Most High God;” P 
as if he brought forth bread and b clu 
reason of his being a priest of the Most | « 
High God. In favour of the same doc ( 
trine, in Luke xxii. v. 20, a present parti- | \ 
ciple was translated in the Rhemish ‘1 - 
ment as if it were future—* shall be shed,” | 1 ( 
while in our. version i is given lites \ 
rally “is shed But tl Scrip 1 

of the board rejeeted o il isla= | Si 
tion, and adopt 1 on hich w 

similar import with the Rhemish—namely, r 
“‘is about to be shed ;’ nd tl t! 
done, notwithstanding the 1 mad rua 
change of tense from the present to the | B 
future, by the Roman Catholi il - 
firmation of the doctrine of the sacrifice of Lk 
the mass. Efe would note only one other | 
Instance, and that the worst of all, b t] 


they had been told by Mr. Carlyle, that it 


was the result of much 


sion and deliberation. In the note on the 
word ‘“ repentance” the Roman Catholics 
and Prote stants were represent d as mean- 


ing the same thi 


] 
Ww on this cardinal point, 
on which they differed more widely and 


more irreconcileably than perhaps on any 
other. He would not enlarge on it. H 


would merely quote a work entitled Essay 
on the Errors of Romanism having t 
Origin in Huma 
Whately, D. D., Archbishop of Dublin. In 
the section on 

(p. 117), “ The Romish priest” (assuming 


the character of a mediator and intercessor) 


‘ . } > se ahar 
Nature, by Richard 


vicarious religion he said 


* undertakes to reconcile transgressors with 
the Almighty, by prescribing penances to 
be performed by them, in order to obtain 
his absolution ; and profanely copying our 
only high priest, pretend so to transfer to 
them his own merits, or those of the saints.” 


Again, p. 129——' Hence” (that is, from | 


Vhich 


( 4i¢ {) 
ri 1 
ttt pr i tl I | = 
1 ! 1 
them I Cra } 
} L 
} ) P { ‘ 
{ { fe 41 ’ 
Oi 4 i \ 
| i 
1 ¢ 1 } 
that ¢ } . ‘ 
‘ \ A t I 
} ] 
ai | ‘es t 
] rt 
] 1) I } 
1 . . 
to 1 Ve } \\ if 
t t { 
. t 
| 
y 1 rey i | 
= I 
| lev ' | 
Lich t ‘ AA 
] 1) $ 
. 3 ( ? 
} > J 
i t thi | 
ll— \ 
. . 
\ i i 1 
( i dl ¢ 


l 
t : ) 
int ( 
= , 
ce C at ] re , 
1 
r\ i 
{ ‘ 
Aa y 
I £4 I L 
| 1 Lord 
5 
’ 
i ‘ ] 
i 
t 
Ly ( ha 
] Ord | | 
’ 
ww t 
' ) ] ¢ 
} ‘4 } S 
‘ +} | ree 
l il 1 ted 
al mode 
Dubl to b t by tl 
4 } | ] é 
Append how to $s was a 
t ect t t regu on did 
_ } \ } \ ~ \} ~ } y 
} \ 
1 1 } 
1 be established bet t 
} 1 + + } 
ch Lit i l In 
i i LISS 1 
} i 1 
l l ey L j \ hing 
nev way t it’ } l 
‘ R ( WE aES 
1e1 lve i ti aid of tt i> ! 
Prot ‘ Bait 
i 5 ail » i ‘ ‘ i 
l es 1é ¢ S 
} +:] +} 
untii ft hhel l 
7 4 ] 
in 1,400 schor 
1On ) lh l le 
\ } | 
. ibt the ( 1) \ ( i 
Pe ee { 
tii » Ul i Ab Vica S= 
} +} 
L pune] to | trom 
rd, but such was the manner in 
bh , } lc were nduected. ¢ ¢ 
lseC scnodis were cohuucted, that 


t 
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H » ‘ ) 
the Protestants wer prevented, BY cone 


scientious scruples, from t king any relief, 
and what was the consequence ? Whi, 


hers of those schox Is were, for 
hedge-schoolmasters, and if 
: ] 


that the teac 
the most part, 





might be said, that the whole system was 
under the control and patronage of thi 
Roman Catholic priests. ‘This observation 


applied more particularly to three of the 
Irish provinces and it was admitted by a 


Roman Catholic 
mara, that the 


clergyman, Lean 41° Na- 
pena in the schools of 


those provinces were a wretched, an 1no- 
rant, and i Aieaditable set of persons. In 
the province of Munster, there were not 


than two or three Prote 


Now, why was it that all the 


mor 
Inasters. 
} 4 Ww YY 
sc h Or Is h; id been S¢ ized upon 
] 
tl 


and that the Board had been ready to re- 


celve masters of their recommendation ? 
The fact was, that the patronage of thos 
schools strengthened the power of tl 

priests, and gave them a greater control 
in the management of their parishes than 
they would otherwise possess ; and henec 
it was, that they had seized upon them. But 
to illustrate the matter by facts. ‘The schools 


ger iaticdd of 
the t fur 

ther Hue hes had the 
n Meath, although he 


in Carlow were unt 
Father Keogh, one of ious of 
the agitators ; and Fa 
patronage of those 1 
had declar d, that Bibl wht to 
be stuck with a pitch-fork, and placed under 
water. In the Tipperary, a 
clergyman named L] yyd, who was not vio- 
lently the schools, had 
grossly treated by one of the schoolmasters, 
plained to the Board on 
what was said to him by Mr 
Kelly, Mr. Kelly, in point 
of fact, admitted that the Board could 
sive schoolmasters to the schools who were 
not me the influence of the priests, but 
stated, that if the party against whom the 
pra was made were brought before a 
bench of magistrates, and e d for his 
n ict, the Board would order him to 
be dismissed. Mr. L accordingly, had 
him brought hee re a bench of magistrates, 
and not only was he convicted, but a fine 
of 5/. would have been inflicted on him, 


e-readers 01 


county of 
op P ose d tO 


and when he com 
ect, 


the secretary / 


the subj 


not 





mMmvict 





liscondt 


lovd, 


had not Mr. Lloyd interfered and got it 
mit igated to 5s., observing, that he had no 


wish to injure him, or deprive him of his 
situation. The Board, however, sent down 
an order for his dismissal, but what was 


the result ? Why, that so far from its being 
carried into effect, the order was not even 


attended to, and this same individual con- 


tinued in the situation for upwards of eight 
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mana d 4 Why 
fifteen \ 
taining 


But how was this 
bov of 


aster, an 


month: 
by makine rears of age the 


thie 


nominal n discarde 
assistant. 
lately ascert 

and then the dismissal actually 
In another case 


person poss 


teacher In the ¢ 
The Board, however, ulti ained 
the fact, 
took pl ce. 
named M 
qualifi ‘ations, 


the county of 


re a man 
high 
was appoin ca tO a SCHOO 

ppointed t hool 
Waterford, under the 


SSIne 


} 
uOneV, a 


tronage of a Roman Catholic st, wh uf 
occurred ? Why, that this pries old I \Via- 
lon V, all he eared about was, tha 1@ should 


teach hiscatechism, at the same time warnin: 


mA 
him against holding any communication 


with Protestants, or even lodging in thei 
houses. After some little time, this sam 

pric L.< il] | nh Male ney t » break the l ile 

of the } vard, and | ause he refused to 
du so, he poured out the utmost indign 

tion against him Of cour tl paris! 
priest was extremely Wdignant with him 
for that offenee. But he was euiltv of ; 
much gereater offence than this. cage yes 
master had recourse to his bible, his 
conviction in tl ruth of the “ete Cin 
tholic Svstem Was haken le resolved to 
go to a Protestant place of worship; h 

went; wiiat he heard the re satisfie dl him 
that the Protestant Church had more of 
spiritual religion than he was previously 


ontinued to vo to 
l he 
rom the altar; th 
rom the school, and it 
ptied it pacity. A 
memorial was presented to the Board by 


to believe; he « 
Wa 
ji ado 

immediately 
oa 
children were 


was said, 


+ 
taKeCN 


he em from ine 


gyman of the parish; an 


} 
a ee ar 


Investigation was } romised ; how had i 
been conducted? Simply by a referenc to 
+] 1 ] 
the parish priest, the patron of the school. 


sebaeeie! il was presented, but with 


aaaaaes 
a like result, and the poor man was turned 
from 


adrift, ~p 
ther offence 


The re 


nniless, his occupation as 
for no ¢ 
a Protestant. 

Dr. Croly, a gentleman, of all the clerica 
mverts to Protestantism, the 
by men of par ‘ties, He was 


teacher, , than becoming 


was also the case of 
l 
most re- 
ened all 
suspended, in consequence of declaring him- 
self rather a reformer than a member of th 
Protestant Church, having 
further than Dr. Doyle, in lebrated 
letter, recommending an approach to the 
Church of England; he was living quietly 
in his parish when the priest who was put 
in his place thought proper, in consequen: 

of his own chapel being under repairs, to 
use the national schoolroom, for 
Sundays, asa place of worship, where he 


scarcely gon 


his ec 


several 
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1) 
denouneed Dr. O’¢ r¢ 


. 1) ; : 
wrote the following ] 
» 
the Board :— 
“(vei .B Collg, | 
“SG r be ey 


respecting the Ovens N 
IS Ih My neiwnodou! 


was for some time ce 


| 
house has been used f 
ads a |} lace of wors! P, ( 
the board. But t j 
moi rl { | 
rev. J. Daly, who 
1 1 
thought ht on last S&S 
te to 
In this l S ( 
1 oO , 
\ g | 
rel i and J 
l rin i i 
il n I 
Cl { { l 


I 
" ect i 
1 ( ] 
i 
havi na ¢ 
P i ( ( 
aie ¢ $3 l 
this gel l 
| } 
iti ( pOCC ( | 
( } 1} t 


ated } <a ee ' 
school use of Over 
made t] thea t 
lous d ( 
this case al ( 
ierent { I 
ti 1 f ] 
{is 1 

lhe case | 
| t lan} y 
end and object ] 
by the Nati 1 B 
wy Protes { | 
to a scl l ( re 
uperint I I 
honour t I 

«Mr. T.F. J y, ¢ 


considerable lapse of tim 


the secretary of the board 





: Rev. Ir, I hav 
ceipt of your lett of t 
morning of you lett 
both relative to cert 
rules of the national syst 


the manager of the Ovens 
am directed to state, in re 


sary 


investigation 
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‘ of Treland possessed no means of 


Dr. O’Croly could not, in co aod 
f the pers eution to which h was sub- ng what Christianity was, otherwise 
jected, continu reside in his parish, and ga ugh those traitors. It yet re- 
was obliged to betake himself to the mili- ls mi it ed for him to direct the attention of 


tary station of lincollig, where | Lordships to a class of cases which 
this letter :— | appeared to him to be of no trifling im- 
it yr J 7 4 _| portance—namely, the schools connected 

‘ee ee woe ee , ho, | With nunnerics and monasteries in Ireland. 

z ' tion f these a great number were under the 


; Mr. Daly | for t rish Board of Education. The xpediency 

wis liat me; for] of placing them under the board had been 
ty. I ha to thank the t all tim much doubted, and soon after 

inter of th lL. [lis demial of the | its formation thut ques ion came to be fully 
( 1 my tetl InK ( idered. Lord Stanley felt, that it 


. . 
\ 1. hazardous experiment, and no 
I 


M fy ’ 1 ° 2) ee 
TCE: small anxiety prevailed as to the result. 
1 \ <n S ? ; 
Dic} ae | When Mr. Carlyle was examined before 
i st | * i it was ] : ks ; . 
' ' t | n t the Committee of the House of Commons, 
({ su i ( 4 
y 1 1 re 
his é si f m| he was asked such questions on one occa- 


1 as led him to state, that the board and 
¢ tiry ' hit | 11% f 10} +1 11° fe “ca | y “OY ly ’ Hhly] 
testim ya him. i@ IV | 1 ap- | cir Olficers had { n extremely watchiul 
pears to me I mn n one he | ’ the pro dines connected with thos« 
chools: this reply made on the 17th of 


‘| April. On the 24th, in answer to a ques- 





1 \\ 1 ! 

: fig ~ | tion from Sergeant Jackson, he stated, that 
; my aA : 
a ' ( I con Cl tl it th board paid 
{ t } | ver | 1 attentl to the pro- 

Riccs ed r so much | ceedi which had reference to tl 
trouble, I my | and ¢ »| seh | 1 within the ort period 
\ " me week had given a totally different 
BS dig , it ¢ thei } CTC From hat Oce- 
rl d h } th scl S 1n ju tion 
: hv t j t ) taken un rt board, h should say 
had 1 se | that nothin be more evident than 
had t 1 Protestant. Hie beli 1 it} that Lord Stanley intended extreme vigil- 
would 1 ssi] stant fter | ay hould be used as regarded them ; but 


it to } confider in a board which | it v now clear from the latte reply ot 














; ¥ : i ee 2 oH ; 
had § On t! uthority r. Carlyle, that those schools had been 
the resicaent rom that time forwarc avanace ned to monks 
. . , } | oe are 
( mis — an rity which the 14 nuns, who now presided over them 
| 
. ‘ ] 4 } 4 i +] ] re | “ oot . of iy 0 ciara E 
G vern al ail @€vents \ ] Ih I Vitn a LHOOS outward manirestations of 
’ } 1 } ) ‘4 } 1°17 > < 
—he wv ibled to Popish ascendaney which, of course, were 
‘ } 17 } ‘ 1° 
{ | £9 ( well calculated to startle Protestant chil- 
: Al (ee Mreenes gia ee é ; 
Ol H ) ha aren. Another featut In tne conduct of 
' : ty 
\ : t — those schools wa markable ; access to 
) ( yr held Roman! them generally proved extremely difficult 
i - J ° ? 
. } S 1 
t | t \ to be ; ched without 
) ive t In Or} alimuch eeremony; bells were to be rung, 
; : : ; 
i ! exa d, before they were ad- 
: | 
t Z ( \ \ t i mitt lest ) dan s; individual 
4 T } 7 7 . + . 
( \ i i I sn | ake ij v ito the interior ol 
) } t } ce} R Tere he} rht. In ynassine 
i t ‘ i ACC i li tL, il rat lls 
t or + } ] ] ¢ 1 
1 at. the l W rve, that those sch were kept up in 
r rh t { connexion religious houses, the mem- 
» | ’ 
t } ‘ot re wh taken an oath of povert 


son wM10 t | Cy -| the whole of the lary that 1ey received 

vod ain fi L ] 1 tl it would have| from the board to their brotherhood or 
been better if the Bible had never been | sisterhood, as the case might be ; and this 
written, It was justly observed that the | transfer of the funds supplied by the board 
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extended not only to thre sila ol thre in \ LIC Line ord BT be urd 
teachers, but tothe cost of building school vas cluded, with the knowled do con- 
In one case, that of Tallow O/. had} 1 i ol t p | Roman (¢ i} 
given for building a nev hool-roo ember of it | | The. schoo! 
new nunnery was then in course of being ld Ri Istone 
built, a convenient school-rooin v ( vill r. Sul n 
cluded within its walls, tl whole edit ul twh , 
being three stories high, and hool hou I thie 
room situate in the midd! 1 hi 1 tl nent 
whole building cost 2.0007. . 
plication was mad to the p ties ¢ l I | ler of S I t 
in the erection of this building to ] 
school-room in trustees, they resisted ¢ 10n hel 1 to ti in 
this ground, that it w unrea re] 
absurd to require th to ] { MI RB af” tier a 1 
building that had « ( i l 
value of 270/., which had ] | Cy st rev 
towards its erection. In tl of N ia Lord Arel f Tuam 
school, too, the money granted upon the Nov 1S, 1 H vere two vive 
faith of estimates for fitting 1} re ap- | | R ( R f Act— 
plied to the building of the House. [ pon / I 3 MH f 
the site of a school-room in VD in (] : i Tr a 
inne-street), the public mon had uu i of tl 
most improperly expended, th { ] to M that t] 
had been selected by Dr. Murra and 
this school the ceremonies of the R P hi 
Catholic religion \ ost if lv ob- bad f ) exist 
served at 12 o'cl on ich day pr | 1 
re f] ctions, id rs i pl { p i I 
it was found pon i ion that Pro- of tl 
testant children y v ly cilia 
the Roman Catholic catechism. Not on P il- 
in that scl 1, but in t nodel seli | | I lf | ( l ) l l 

various |} lays enjoined by e Ro ee 1 ] 

Catholic discipline w cru] 1S ob- | 1 been 
served Lhe righ erend Prelate n 1 not 
alluded to a school w ! 1 an t had I - 
been erected for tl] R ( | uN 

servic ( pon in mat { th | { s | a 
being conveye 1 to the board by O} Of tl Ing ft ’ S< 
Commissioners of Public Instruetion in| t 1 1 ng 
1834, the board wrot ry st o letter t He rated 
to the manager of hool, req r th t] 1 t t mon] 
the altar should be immediately ren d. I be confirmed in te 

The manager, a Mr. Smith, wis! t \ t 1] 1 of supe. 
make an application for pet ion t i - 
up the altar, went to Dublin in search of | g ited S of 
one of the Commissioners, whom, however, | thi he | i 1 tl t 
he did not suceeed i ing He met | of who hay 1, they 
Dr. Murray and stated his case to him, | | ictioned the aj ne if 
and asked him if he tl t he might hun. Round hool 
keep the altar for s ime longer,| W t t! x] of | 1 
The altar was, in fact, continucd for four t! ion of the } ym ind 
months longer. Dr. Murray replied, that | thi KR in Cath la He 
he thought the continuance of the altar that all thi things d 
would be permitted for some time lo r 1 in ing upon th I s t 

although he had been told by Mr. Smith | prot ipon t! ond tion he 
that he (Mr. Smith) had received pe- to | yr for — ely, 
remptory order from the board to rem working of the pr vstem 
It, as being contrary to the regul 1s.| had been productive of discouragement 
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Catholics, mast 
King’s Court di 
nexion with the hi 
the instrumentality of ; 
instructed to read the S I 
to appreciate them as the w 
God, do feel it my] i ed y; | 
which we owe to the Irish 
our children, and oui 
come forward at this 1 ent 
the present 
we l, ind S 
nati mi cl . 
humble but m 
sentiments on this 1 t 
In our h ml ¢ spt ( } 
with that num 
iorm a | . wv I I 
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iment f t | . 
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' 
eu il ire I y i i 
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education society, 1 t] ; } 
read in its si s 6 that hI 
Scripture ; contain 


Jehovah to his ereatures, that they were 

for our learning and instru lic wv 
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tion through faith in Christ J ( ‘ , i ter—f 

them the only sur ls t l, that 1at- 

literary education of y 
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cident to any such difheult and complicated 
new undertaking—they no longer existed. 
That undertaking had been rendered still 
more difficult of accomplishment by the 
character of their assistants, whose ignor- 


ance in many cases was found extremely 


{LORDS} 


troublesome. They had also to contend | 


; ‘ , : ie 
against continued misrepresent: tion, wich 


: a ‘ et a wn 
found its material to work upon in the 
necessity under which the commissioners | 
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Prel ile 
Under these 
circumstances, he did not dispute the right 
rev. Prelate’s rig] 


any statement which the right rev. 
might be disposed to make. 


ht to bring forward this 


subject at the present period, and still less 
id ho di rable stene haienes al dete deel 
did he dis pute the excellence of his tactics, 
What h apes reeretted was, that h 
hould h ive thrown upon him (the Marq 

of Lansdowne), and upon his imperfect 
means of information, the necessity of 


were placed of employing new means. | saying, in the absence of the commis- 
They had to contend, besides, with a mass | si which he hoped would induce 


of prejudice, which time was already dis- 
pelling, and which time, he felt confident, 
would continue id 
reason to complain of the right rev. Prelat 
for entertaining the opinions which he 
chose to entertain on this subject, or for 


asking their Lordships to express by a vote 


to dispel. I 


their concurrence in those 0} inions. But 
he must, at the same time, expr ess the re- 
{i lt at th time which the 


relate had chosen for intro- 


gret which 
right rev. 
ducing this 
mentary sen 
plaint against 
selecting what 
thoug! at prop 


might be permit 
regret, that 


these reports 





mencement Oi 
passed over a period of the Session when 
thei ue ordsh j were engage d with almos { 
no other aaa to divert their attention, 
the commissioners, the 


for Ireland, 


7 
and when one o 





noble and learne 
was present day after day 





— er a a, ht ete 
answer any questions which might be put, 
or to meet any 


arise—he could 


discussion which might 
refrain from expressin 
his surprise that that ps riod should have 
een suffered, day after day, and week after 
week, to elapse eager this subject being 


brought forward ; and 
should be ‘kana when t 
siastical Commissioner could not be pre- 
uties, which 


. 4 ° i 7 > " Pg * 
sent, in consequen OF his ¢ 


called him elsewhere, the present com- 


missioner being also compelled to be absent 
by the necessity of attending to the func- 


tions of his Chancellorship. During the 


two months when that noble and learned 


Lord was present, all the information | 


elate could desire 


>; and when thc 


which the right rev. P 
was lying upon the tal 


yr 
i 
] 

i¢ 


Chancery sittings were over, the noble and | 
~ : ° | 
learned Lord would be in his place again in 


their Lordships’ House, prepared to answer 





i t 
their Lordships not to give their assent to 


the pro po ition of the right rev. Prelate 
I} 1 vest ¢ ' ] f We WDNf 
ba Lidl § i Sis i FOInG Thto 


} 


| a very minute det tail of many of the matters 


Prelate had alluded, 
considered that this was a ques- 
osed of by its 


i 
hat in the mass of evi- 


to which the rieht rev 
because he 


tion which must be dis} 
} 





reneral results. 14 

dence whi be laid on their Lord- 
ships’ tab ght be found, as in any 
extensive Inquiry of this description, cir- 


cumstances of detail to be regretted- 





cumstances in which the means at the dis- 





posal of the commissioners were found not 


to be sufficiently adequate to enable them 


to dischar the important duty imposed 
upon them by the public—circumstances in 
which they were compelled to ak by im- 


. P 4 ti} By eo 
perfect means after that information which 


Was necessary to enable them to perform 


] , . 

the most difficult task which they had so 
ee ‘ i . — } Rae 
disinterestedly taken upon themselves, 


could surely not be matter of surprise. 


But when the right rev. Prelate said, that 
mers did not posse ss the cone 
country, and appe led in 
proof of this assertion to the declaration of 
those witnesses whom he himself had sum- 
moned before the committee,—-the wit- 


nesses having been a l 


tne comi Nissi 


fidenee of the 





( 
ll selected by the right 
rev. Prelate, and the committee having 
given him the most complete latitude in this 
respect—he scarcely thought that their 
Lordships, or that the country would be 
disposed to draw from testimony thus 
selected the inference that these commis- 
sioners had in any way lost that confidence 
on the part of the country, the 
of which was so necessary to the efficient 
discharge of their duty. He would 


possession 


deayour now to take the three resolutions 
one by one, although it would be im- 


possible to disconnect them wholly. The 


first resolution went to declare that this 
system of education in Treland had failed. 
It certainly had not succeeded to the 
extent that might have been anticipated by 
hopes of the most sanguine description 
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et 


but to him it appeared to] rave succeeded to; wl in 1 last year 15,000 or 16,000 


an extent far greater than ar lV other than pupils were idded to the previon ly existing 
& very ! nguine mind could hay nti- | 1 } Ty] syst 6 nm? lj aa 
Re aor ler all the cireumsta of the | « n the four 1 SESE 
ease. It had succeeded infinitely better | Ireland was divided, anday satisfactory 
than any other system which had been ) ! \ xl 1 in each pre 


pre viously intro¢ 


1} I ' I 

It had accomplish ed what Pa ment had ( t v I ns fe 
proposed 1 in its adopti nf) : obj { v] } | t R n 
was specified in Lord Stanley's ictier { relicion, But the tichtree: Pees 
communicating the blessings of civilised | late ! ‘ie rood 
concation to the } opk of Ireland. withou ; } Roman: Cathol hes 
distinction, within four or five \ , toa ' . eiewoe al 
degree ‘Fnfein ly beyond w ld . beadtasiess 

sonab y have been antic} lL The oj wxsnes 
stated in Lord Staniey’s lette: ( wie 


) l ] ] 
in which the Government of tl day, as js on, | t system to 


1] 1 . , 
weil as Of the pi full ( ! \ ) vy. that A 
is th: 1 Christian and civilised e - sucl ( ( duca- 
1 ] ] . 
tion should be communic l to tl it | t miseral tem of 
} , 1 } 1 
mass of the people of Treland, that 1 ' t f line 
being Roman Catholi mid = that t 1) shape of 
LJ | . : ‘ A 
object hould be attained as far as } I \ 1} t rev 


with the accompanvisg important cireum-— Prelat t the commissioners had 
stance, that the minorit 7) n 

should have their share, receiving it in) and er iragement to the Protestant reli- 
common with the Reman Catholic body, | gion, and that, in this respect at least, h 


and that all distinctions of sect should be! was fu tified in passing his resolution. 
got rid of in communicating this instrue- | Now, he would, in the first place, contend, 


tion, by which it was hoped to eradicate | that although this system had been ever so 
that fatal estrangement which was the root | successful, although ¢ very man in lreland 
of all the evils observable in the state of | was favourable to it, although the Protest- 
Jreland, and the cause of those disorders) ant clergy cf Trela ; had not united to 
and convulsions which a mass of prejudices | arrest its progress, still it was not to be 
fomented. The first object had becn ac-! expected, that the Protestant population 





complished to avery greut deeree. ‘Thei: ] | ivailed themselves of thi 

Lordships would be ready to admit tl ass) ice held out to them bv the board in 

truth of this allegation when he informed | the preportion which the Protestant bor 

them that this society had now within its. t lie po} t Kor it was 

schools no less a number than between { ir Lords ips t amone 
oe ie | 7 


160,000 ; 


with all the efforts and ability nd very) hh t be f 1 tl r creater pr = 
great they were—which had been emploved portion of the wealth of the country, and 
before in the endeavour to establish various they, therefore, could not. be s pposed ) 
systems of education in Ireland—with all likely to require this eleemosynary system 


the efforts which had been exerted to estab- of education. Besides, t!} Pre testant 


lish the Kildare-street schools, It appeared, population had neither the countenance of 

‘ = NiLdie 

by the — hat not more than 37,000 the Protestant gentry nor i the clergy, 

children, b lng only one-fifth or one-sixth more vparticularly of the latter, if they 
7 } . ~ 4] : { } . *} . 

of the number collected at one period inthe w sof sending their children to 


i ak 
schools of the National Board, had been tl! schools. Notwithstanding all these 


brought into a state of education by the circumstances, it was surprising in how 
Kildare-street Society. The returns from) ereat a deerce the Protestant population 
which he drew his information had been ul 1 to reap the | its of this 
Ci arefully r compiled by the commission of; system. THe had a return in his possession 


inquiry instituted in 1824. The Nildare-. { vhich it appeared, that the whole of 
street Society had been in operation a geod t bers in the provi f Ulster— 


many more years t 
and the latter had gone on year by yea l thu The return w taken for the 
ndding its tens of thousands of pupils, ecclesiastical province of Armagh, the 
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hich did not differ much from ; Board. They had the evidence of clergy- 


those of Ulster. Out of a population of | men, some differi 


x from and some agreeing 


~ oO ) : . Be 9% } ° ° } ° 1 . 
1,171,618 Protestants and | 9,125 Row | with the principle on which the system of 
man Catholies, there are in the schools of | national education was founded, and their 





} y 1D - . I> P 4 ss 2 } 1] aes ] 1 a . 
the National Board 17,000 Protestant and | reports would all show, that the children of 





28.000 Roman Cathohe children. Now, | Protestants and Catholics were sent to the 

this was very little short of the »atural | national schools in the relative proportions 

proportion of th pulation Phus far, | of tl 

it surely could not be asserted, that t in t! 

? stants wel il f = ’ 

( 1 furni bv t N I It Tar 

‘ wld, besid | ynsid C6] ! ! 

\ ré 7 iy Isil l [ l i ( ) 

Protestant sendi child { 1S Cal 

« ) Is ni} } ] S If } \ ] 

» ] ) yr) , ‘4 I; ( ‘ 

f the determined opyositi i | ints, 

Protestant rey { Ire! 

schools, 1] tl 1 th t i V-SIX 

would | nit him of anv intentv I 

disrespectfully of that ) n, WV hol 

was conducted wit] I | proprict whicl 

ind consistently 1 1 character | testants could not be found to unite. 

of the individua I 1e( ry wy, in looking the census in 183] 

qi l e of t i Op} tl \ t! it ft if would ay i ind tha the itt idan 

schor were In da rot | or t wn into f Protesta 1d Catholhes in the school 

{ hand of the R m ( | ( roy ) vhi ] had referred was in the 

for no other reason than that Pp » tl Protestar ind Ca- 
t clergy did not el e to tal } ion The noble Marquess 

in their management Where the cl to the evidence of the rev. Mr. 





however, did not exhibit this spirit of op- | Hastings and others, to show, that accord 


position, the Protestant children received | ing to them, the system of joint Protestant 
the very best education, and no case of | and Catholic education had worked well, 


ec was aware of, had occurred. | and that applications had been made _ to 
In the case to which the right rev. Prelate | place many schools already established 
had adverted, of Messrs. Woodworth and | under the superintendence of the National 
i evented from entering |; Board, but that in one ease, those had been 





b ing p 


into one of the schools in Dublin, it arose | opposed by the owner of the property on 


sclely from a misunderstanding on the part | which the schools were located. He would 
of the teachers, who did not think, that at | next refer to the opinion of a Gentleman 


that period they should be interrupted in | whom he considered of high authority—a 


cha . . ' . AT . ] 
their avocations. Yo obstacle was after- | Member of the other House, not only not 
wards offered, nor bad any complaint of | connected with the Government, but gene- 


such obstacle been preferred. If in the | rally opposed to it; he alluded to Mr. 


} 4 } 1° T t 1 ¢ 1 ee 

number of t who we wching for | Ingham, the Member for South Shields. 
(° : ] 1; ] ‘ e } 

tters of it as tot ystem of \ecording to the statement of that Gentle- 


ell in general in 
hat it had failed 





forwarded to the Board on ut | the north of Ireland it ¢ 

to the right rev. Prelat if am heom-|in many parts of the south in consequence 

plaints had been made, and if found any | of the opposition of the Protestant clergy ; 

of the Protestant clergy saying, that they | but in Killaloe there was a most constant 

had attended at those schools withthe view | union of Protestant and Catholic children 

to give religious instruction to the Protest- | in the schools, and why? Because the bi- 
it children, and that, ‘7 e beer iop of that diocese had not discountenanced 


supported in their endeavour they had m, as in other places, and his clergy had 
re clined fun t] er attendance—1if h ha 1 | donc their duty by t] em as the Legislature 
heard any complaint of that kind, he would | intended. Mr. Ingham added, that he knew 
admit, that it would be evidence against the | of no schools better conducted than those 


working of the system; but nothing of the | under the board, which he had visited, ex 





kind was to be found in the reports to the | cept those tanght by the Christian Brother: 
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ben Wcla ° 
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volent ana i 
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She had . 1 
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the school ler] 
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4 ) ( 1 
be } i ! i 
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41 : ‘ I> ‘ 1 
to t i ! . ra 
ry » 
the district \ ] l Va i ' rts 
those scl ries és ef. 
. | . } ] ‘ 1 ; 4 Ps 1 
fere, and he found t mi ( i { both 
people were becoming daily more and m ; lin purs that ob- 
peo} ~ 
. eae 17 } } ¢ 
familiar with the holy Seriptures, fi j ; to t i 1 Cath 5:— 
communication with the en in those | “* he S ts to vou. 
sch ols, Did thie Pacts I 1 1 | l Dut } l I ] 1 Of l 
working of the system, or a withdrawal of \ lan, t m | tha 
the Protestant children from the scho i \ Ol, cive that 
where Catholic children were edu 1? j1 ru v1 I t] 
417 + ; 
Ife was aware, that son tl re- 5] of vstem 
| 
} ] ; ey pp ' ] } 
fusea to attend to give instruc I - f ed l Ly v, that th 
testant children, and that th wel s \ prepared to 
in ¢ juen withdraw because t nticipat 
be ) } 1 , 
clergymen conscienti var ted t ‘ 
‘ 
low the Prot Stal ] ren 1 pa ] r s { hh | id_ 
7 7 } 
where Cathol ildren \ ti r- 
ae ; 
the ( l rei ! 
ot f 
much eC] ( _ | 1 
tions, he ow? that t ) WEI 
consistency of t 1 cl \ rel 
, . , 1 , 
who w re | u } ] ! rt y } 
in hospitals and ! rl to al t 
): 3 1 1 } r : 
Neious cons t ) I id tl I 
’ ; ; 
dying, and who frequ \ 
} | eee ! F 
that purpose | the 6b | { i Vol ! 
Pe a) re ! : 
inf, at the next asi »wM . : 


th sane t rinech In t I l i a | VW ( ind 
Ile knew. also. that objecti ; were mad t] ] vy to { 1 that th rey 




















































a ernrae 
red oe 
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he found those to be 
who koe the ut did x 


: : 
those of LW cue 


ducati RR 


I most oppos: 
nat Aifte> mii 


T 


teast about it. But that, 
nowever, he had been induced, from a con- 
sideration of the whole of what he had ob- 
served, to hope, that the 

1] 


1 


resistance of the 
Pa ] 
y be Ove I 


clergy might Vid rcome, and thi 
benef lit ol “the < 


ra 


id and sup 
There 
: 


" +2 1 
Whom he wished to 


system have the 
port of all those who now opposed it 
was an 


il] 


ie r witness 
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d to itt not .wietmHtha) 
Mifare Wig iciy eel 





call into court, who was not examined last 

year, and whose opinion on the subjeet | 
being of ré t formation, told immediately | 
on th« pres nt state of the svstem aA 
witness he meant was the rev. Mi re, | 
Archdeacon of Ardfert, and munister of | 
in episcop: al chapel at Limerick : and lest 
their Lordships might not be aware who | 
this Gentleman was, he would sav that lv | 
was a man of the most irr proa hable cha- | 
racter, and of the most unbounded | 


a clergyman, 
out of ( 
exertions, he had rais 
Limerick, in the very heart of a Roman 
atholic 
deacon 





his OWnh poc 


population. © Well, the rev 
ete tated, that he 
himself for having gone 

position to the system, and then observed 
—and he begged to call their Lordships’ 
attention to this, because it was a comment 
on the 


Ireland 


condemned 
too far in the op- 


some of the clerev of 
what he (the 


conduct of 


which was not 





Marquess of Landsdowne) should have | 
ventured to make, but coming, as it did, | 
from a clergyman who had thus suceceded 
in establishing a chapel in the midst of a| 
Roman Catholic city, and who was inti- | 
mately acquainted with the wants and | 
feelings of the peop of Ireland, such a 
comment was un ais edly entitled to con- | 
sideration—the rev. Gentleman observed, 


that without inquiring 
were right or wrong in abs 
selves from these schools, it 
fair to charge on the system thi 
which sprung from their 
Thus it had been alleged that the schools 
a fallen under the management of the 
Catholic priests ; but this was not attribut- 
able to the board, who were very desirous 
to obtain the attendance of the clergy ; but 
though the clergy could not be expected to 
promote the institutions of schools of the 
principles of which they disapproved, yet 
they need not from visiting ‘th 
schools when t nd as 
the conscience of so many of 
enabled them to. visit | 
the purpose of 
blemishes, 


whether the clergy 
nting the 

was not quite 
results 


absence. 


own 


abstain 


es 


if y were set up, % 
oa 


faults and 
they should 


eporting their 
he did not see why 
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them. for the purpose of removing 
those 
which they had been fatigable 
These, let it be remem- 
remarks, but the re- 


correcting some of 


or mitigating, or 


] SO indet 


( vils 
° “8 . 
in discovering. 


bered, were not his 





marks of Archdea Hoare on the conduct 
of “a clergy of Ireland. But the instanec 
of this witnes nd of the rev. Mr. Noel 

showed that the most zealous men, when 
ilso reflective men, came forward to ac 

knowled t! the great purpos of the 
egeneration of Ireland could not be earried 
nw \ S} i suct s without a 
nation ! ed tion, wWithou 

vhich poor-laws « iny other step that 
CO ld I tak H Trecol 1 on itself. H 

must say, he did s! n t} ope of thes 

eentlemen, that no long time would el pse 
befor a wvreat ] rt eh le reyvyinen ol 
Ireland would con to o@1\ the svstem 
the ipport With these remarks hi 
hould leave this part of tl ibject, and 
pre 1 to touch the last point noticed by 
he right rev. Prelate, with reference to 
the modifieations of the svstem. Efe 
understood that objections had been mad 
to reading the Scriptures unless in school 

] 


hours. Persons said there was se 
this. But if they once admitted the 
Scriptures into schools for both Protestant 
and Romanist, must introduce that 
which the Roman Catholie esteems as in 
o be introduced along with it 
if the 
Roman Cathclic 
the Protestant 
Roman Catholie cate- 
the whole he would say 


you 


dis pensable t 

age : 
1 Catholie eatechisms 
Protestant Bible and the 
Bible were to be introduced, 
sm and the 
] 


} 
nameiy, tomar 


eatechi 


chism also. On 


that the modifications which bad been re- 
ferred to, in the report, were of a decidedly 
beneficial character. ‘Then as to the con- 
duct of th officers, he would not defend 
the conduct of all ay officers of the Board 
in all cases, because he knew that in th 
early period of an te with deficient 
funds some irregularities were likely to 
occur, as he believed they had in fact oc 
curred. With respect to what the right 
rev. Prelate had said on the subject of th 
returns which he had moved for some time 


\ 
1 Prelate had 
first refuse | 


which the 
commissionet 


right rev. 


had a 


back, an 
- the 


1m, but which had afterwards been got 
rae ae the commissioners, he might | 


aliowed to state 





to their Lordships, that on 
the oceasion of the right rev. Prelate’s mo- 
1 


: 3 isos : 
tion he had asked commissioners fo! 


returns, Lut rece or answer from them 
that they could not give the returns, 2s 


they were not in the habit of 


making th 
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inquiries necessary to sup} t] 

had again, however, written to 
missioners upon being again L by 
right rev. Prelate, and t 

in consequence of his rep 

sent out their own officers ( 

the right rev. Prelat hich 1 
contrary to their hal With r 

the officers, it m be r | 

the board were not al 

who were th« 

ployed by then l 

working and ex; 

find this out. | he. 

unnoticed one im} 

the original system, and t 

system of ins] i 

vere sent from [P) 1 ? 

and to make general 
schools there, whi ot] ! 
-mployed as local ins; rs to ke ] 
ticular reports; and he th | { 
raising the salaries of such of the maste1 
as were employed as | inspectors woul 
have the most beneficial effeet in 1 rt] 
character of that most useful class of 1 
As he had intimated, he did not doubt 
small errors of trifling irrecularitic 

as had occurred, would in future be ay 
and that they might be avoided the 1 
easily, he should request, if he might b 
allowed, that those individuals in Irelay 
who were in the habit of occupying them 
selves in discovering faults and blemis! 
in the system, should, when t 
found any of thos It id ble 

at once make them known to the boar 
The usual answer of those person 
asked whether they had communi 
these faults to the board, was, tl 

had not, and that they disliked the boa 
so much that they did not think 


tha 
should, and that tl 


) 
doing it. Mr. Youne, who had been r 
ferred to by the r 


} 


expressed an object 


rested on no better 








lere Wt uld be I 


ight rev. Prelate, had 


ion to the board, wl 


had behaved wron rly according to his vi 


in a Chancery suit, 
way that was dis: 


this was the groun 
this gentleman. Ile hop 
they should hear m« 


by the board and b 


to London, which appeared ; 
Were to set up a shop in tl 


House for retaili 
certain people in 


such as coneern the system of education 


established there. 


VOL, XLII. 





by withdrawing it in a 


1] ae. 
wreeabie to him $; and 
1 of objection taken by | Prel 
ped, however, that 
re of gentlem: n] 


ringing their complai 





ng the 


Ireland, and especially 


[hat system was new, | 
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carried on in contradiction to the wishes 
and inclinations of a large body of the 
clergy and gentry of Ireland. The noble 
Marquess, in various parts of his speech, 
had fairly admitted, that this joint system 
was ¢ pposed by the cl rey, and that the 
motives of that opposition were conscien- 
tious motives. Now, he had heard very 
sufficient reasons for their Oppo ition to 
this joint system from the beginning. He 
believed, that they foresaw the difficulties 


vhich they must encounter in the endea 


vour by this system to promote the edu- 


they were bound 


cation of those to whom 

; ee 

to give education ; and they said, there- 

fore, that they would have nothing to do 
; P ‘ 1? . 1 " 

with it. The noble Marquess had read 

extracts from pamp 


+ acac “ ] j 
to show that in some cases, if they had 


attended, their attendance might hav 

been of For d effect; but still, in spite of 
this, there could be no doubt that the 
system of joint education had entirely 
] 


He could not help thinking, that 


there was great truth in the second reso- 


lution moved by the right rev. Prelate— 


namely, that the system had operated as 
a discouravement to the Protestant religion 
in Ireland. He could have no hesitation 
In saying, that if the evidence on th 
table were true, the system must have 
greatly tended, among other circum- 
stances W »had occurred within the last 
few years, to discourage the Protestant 
religion in Ireland. He agreed with the 
right rev. Prelate in thinking, that the 
fourth report of the commissioners had 
not removed the objections to tle system 
founded on the fact, that Christianity was 
not allowed to be taueht in the national 
schools; it had only a ly, 
really, removed them. The truth was, the 
clergymen had not the powel of going 
] 


6 fo 


- | } ; ] | 
into the school and teachir 


of Scripture; there were notthe means of 
| 


enabling them to give religious instructio. 
lo those who de S1Te¢ d it. ‘I he noble Mar- 
quess had thought proper to enter into a 


discussion respecting the opinions delivered 


by the right rev. Prelate on the subject of 


the extracts. He could not pre tend to follow 
the noble Marquessor the right rev. Prelate 
into the learned part of these extracts, but 
he thought it clear, that the noble Marquess 
did not see, and certainly did not answer, 
the objection taken by the right rev. Pre- 
late. That objection was, that the doc- 
trines of ge Church of England had been 
compromised and laid aside, aud that, 
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according to the authority of a most rev. 
Prelate of the Church of Eneland in 
Ireland, doctrines on two points had 
found their way into the extracts incon- 
istent with the tenets of the Church of 


Marquess had ar- 


I 
Eneland, The nol 

1 the orthodoxy of these doctrines : 
into that question he (the Duke of Wel- 


lington) could not go; he merely stated 


the ovjection of tl right rev. Prelate, 
which he the ucht id not been shaken, 
h if th Gocrvrines ol the ( hureh Oo} 
En rland had been ¢c mp mised. Now, 
he said that ou r| t not to ha e | n, ant 

he was very glad to find from the fourth 
report that the extracts were not again 
brought forward as matter of authority, 
aud he | \ e use of them had been 
aiscontinued in th schot Is. Wh t ie 

objected to in the fourth report was, that 
there was a pretence of using the Scrip- 
tures in the s¢ hools, whereas in fact they 
were not used; like other matters of the 
present day, that was a fallacy-—they 
could not be used. He had no more con- 
fidence than bef re, that the system w« uld 
be at all improved by the adoption of th 
fourth report. Having said thus much 
upon the questi n before the House, he 
must say he could not give his support to 
the re soluti ns ¢ f the right rev. Prelate. 
Although he had voted against the adop- 


hie "yg 1 - 

tion of the system when it was originally 
broucht forward, he had since, when in 
office, been a party to carrying it Into ex- 
cution, and had rred in the era 
ecution, and had concurred in the grant 


of various sums of money for that purpose. 
In doing this he had done no more than 
AE ea | eee, eee 
His Gulyv, pecause he Was pertectly Satlis- 
fied, that it was impossible to chanve a 
. ] M4 1 ‘- } 
system of this description every day, upon 
every occasion on which a Ministry was 


changed. When a system of this kind 


had been adopted by Government, it was 
absolutely necessary that it should be con- 
tinued on the principles on which it had 


been framed; Governmeut ought to at- 
tend most closely to its exeeution, and se 
and the views 


l 4 cicaiets } 
that its original principles, 


I 
of its founders, were adhered to. It 
was for ticse reasons he had consented to 
grants of money for its maintenance, and 
for the same reasons he now advised their 
Lordships not to consent to the resolutions 
of the right rev. Prelate. The resolution 
of that House must have a most imp¢ 
effect on the country, and especially in 
Ireland ; but their Lordships must be pet 
fectly aware that her Majesty’s Govern 
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{May 


ment and the other House of Parliament! the Roman Catholic cleroy. The reply 


were likely to adopt the fourth report of 
the Commissioners, and carry it into 
effect in the course of this Session; and 
he was certain, that their Lordships would 
be disposed to give their assistance and 
support to the Government in making th 


system, now that it was established, 
complete as possible. Under these cir- 


cumstances, however much they might 


disapprove of the system, however the: 
might consider that it had failed, and that 
the abuses pointed out by the right rev. 


Prelate ought to be 1 
convinced, that as Members of that Hous 


f 


they ought not to take 1 course wh 
would be inconsistent with the views 
Government and of the otherH 


Parliament on this subject. 
opinions, if tlie 
sisted in taking the sense of the House on 
the resolutions, he would beg to mov 


that their Lordships proceed to the ordei 
of the day. 
The Bish p of De rry 


subject which occupied the at 


their Lordships appe wed to him to be of is 


so much importance to the interests of 
Ireland, that thou 
very painful circumstances, owing to th 
loss of a relative of his, he had determined 
to come down to the House and give his 


h placed at present in 


humbie support to the national system of | 


education. He could not pretend to say 
what might be the regulations of schools 
in the other provinces besides that in 


which he resided, but he could assure their 
) 


Lordships that he had made several visits | 


to the schools in his diocese, and had uni- 


} 


formly found it acknowledged by the most | 


respectable Protestants that the children 
of the poor had derived most important 
benefits from the establishment of them. 
This was not mere assertion, it was a fact, 


| ] 
iwiiicti 


which he stated with confid nce, an ch 
he was prepared to substantiate. They had 
heard much of the interference of the 
clergy of other communions with the 
schools. 
diocese of Derry he happened to go into a 


In the course of a tour in the 


particular parish, the rector of which was | w 


aman of high respectability, whose nam« 
he would have no obj 

should it be required. He asked the 
clergyman whether any schools had been 
established in the parish, and was answered 
four, He asked him whether he found any 
difficulty in administering instruction to 


the poorer classes from the interference of 


ection to mention | 


; 
entered two of th Is: that 
it had been made to another two 
visits to the { | He tl t richt 
{ tate this, but he was tl ast |] in 
t rid t ( ect to any n j t of 
{ regulations at present in force f the 
H navement ot th sch . Hf vas 
olad that his right e by | I 
t call him had abst | from 
iKINg any cha org I partl tv ¢ In}us- 
inst ft COMMISSIO!I i} 1 iS 
! S }ua d aig ( Ss 
t I Vv. i te « lL have t 
Lt n that t - 
y th iS xed with 
R t the better, pa if if 
i 4 { ith LHe | l 
{ h ir of calling t Duke, 
\ W t first of the comm . 
his Fr 1, and | vould h 1 to 
1, ** Aoainst such attacl pose yout 
aracter for integrity and ho r—that 
| be your s 1.” To his most 
Friend, now absent, he would have said, 
Be not disturbed, you wil ve the best 
I ull human appr bation, the ip bation 
of your own heart You will discharge 
ie of th ich st duties of our holy reli- 
pion by endeavo i@ tO promo th criory 
of God in the best of all possible ways ue 
by diffusing peace and benevolence on 
the earth.” 
d not say 


The Bishop of Norwich ni 








how deeply grieved he was, how inexpres- 
sibly he by hearing the harsh 
xpre measure dealt out by 
Nf Ty ri te who i 1trod ced the 
. : RE 
I n ral t those w } 1 + 1 fry 
) litte, {" hi , I} } } 
. | ] 7 

inv. | trusted, equally is to pro=- 

t he interests and welfare of it 
ry and of Ireland, and to diffuse Chris- 

t ity vho considered this system of 

; 

u Om a 1. bDenelicial mod I intt duc 
12 its blessings amon n ignorant } @. 
s ely then tl rey Pri it m cht 


have spared the harsh treatment, the de- 
nunciations he had levelled against those 


t opinion, as unworthy of t 
stat vy held in the Church. [1 
Bishop f Exeter No, oF7 He SPOKE 
not in anger but in sorrow, and he dec p 
regrett 1 that he had heard the « \pr ssions 
which fell from the right rev. Prelate’s lips. 
The right rev. prelate had denounced the 
board of commissioners, but from his 


kn wled { of the board and the eminent 
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men of all pe rsuasions who composed it, 
he was prepared to say, that he thought it 


would be difficult to procure in the whole 


circle of society men better fitted for the 
situation in which they were placed and the 

ies they had to perform. ‘The right rev. 
Prelate had not brought the question before 
their Lordships with that openness and 





candour were necessary upon so Im- 

; ; 
porta He appealed for proof 
toa circ r addressed bv the right rer. 
Prelate to the clerev of the diocese of 


Derry, in which were the following words: 
“ T shall consider myself much obliged if 
scodness to give me in- 
formation on the subject of the system of 
national education in iedend” not all the 
particulars, but, “especially of any Ine 


tanees of the abuse of the system, and the 
perversions to which it has given rise. 


Surely it would have been far more candid 
if the right rev. Prelate had asked for all 
the information they could give, in order 
that he might be enabled to form an im- 
partial opinion. Before he entered on any 
of the charges advanced, he would just read 
a passage from the evidence adduced before 
the Committee of the House last year, as 

follows: —“ The result of many of those 
inguiries will show how incautiously gen- 
tlemen with the best intentions will cir- 
culate calumnies derived from the base and 
the unworthy when they happen to coincide 
with their own prejudices.” The first case 
to which he would allude was that of the 
ool of Roundstone, of which they had 

6 nie much. Lefore he gave credence to 
all the statements made, however, he would 
refer to a charge made by the 
Roundstone respecting the master, which 


clergyman at 


might serve asa comment upon the passage 
he had read. The clergyman, whese 
name he would not mention, wrote a letter 
to the Archbishop of Dublin, and, he 
believed, to the noble Lord at the head 

the Government, complaining of the in- 
tolerant conduct of the priest, and of the 
violence exercised towards the master of the 
school. This} erson’s name was O’F laherty, 
who had been dismissed by the priest ; ; an id 
he sent a memorial to the commissioners 

favour of his restoration, signed by e 
chairman of a public mé eting of Protestants 


and Roman Catholics, calling himself 
Patrick King, Esq. of Hanleybagge. The 
commissioners sent down an_ inspector 
to inguire into the matter, — examined 


> 


this Mr. O'Flaherty, and forced him to de- 
clare, that the signatures to the memorial 
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had been nearly all inserted by himself and | 
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the chairman, Mr. Patrick King, of 
Hanleybagge. But’ who, said the inspector, 
is Mr. Partrick King of Hanleybagge? 
Mr. O'Flaherty underwent a long cross- 
examination to elicit this point, and he 
was at last obliged to confess that Mr. 
Patrick King was at that moment absent 
without leave from a penance which 
he was performing in obedience to the 
sentence of a judge on the treadmill of Gal- 
way gal. With regard to the school 

Esear, they had been told, that mass was 
performed there in presence of the scholars. 
Vhe fact was, that the ia irs Who conducted 
that school some years a eo hi id been collect- 
ing money for the erection of a_ school 
nota, That building they used also as a 
chape ], but as soon as it came under the in- 
fluence of the board, red Curtain was 
placed before the altar, and from that 
moment it never appeared in the character 
ofa chapel while the scholars were as- 
sembled init. A remonstrance was made 
to the board on the subject, and they an- 
— that while the chapel was building 
the altar should remain eo alee as be “ 
and when the building was finished, i 

should be removed to its appropriate ued 
tion. This was a proof how a. trifling 
matter might be magnified, and a straight- 
forward narrative perverted into an impro- 
per interference with the rules of the 
board. A good deal had_ been said about 
the petitions presented on this subject. 
The petitions, which were presented to 
their Lordships in such numbers, must be 
carefully looked at, for all was not gold 
that elittered. He would give their Lord 
ships the history of one of those petitions as 
he found it detailed in a document then 
before him. A petition against the system 
was presented from the parish of ——, in 
Ireland. The incumbent of the parish 
some time afterwards was examined by the 
board. He was asked whether the petition 
against the national system of education 
which purported to come from his parish, 
was really and bond fide the petition of the 
persons whose petition it purported to be. 
oe replied, that he had made every inquiry 
which he could respecting the petition, and 
that 7” had reason to believe, that it Was in 
every sense of the word a hole and corner 
petition, got up among a few persons who 


> 


were not acquainted with the object of the 
paper which they were signing. One of the 
witnesses subsequently examined by the 
board said, that he had signed it, because he 
was given to understand that there 
was a Conservative body of Lords sitting 
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permanently in Dublin, who wer prepared 
to pay the passage money of any Protestant 
who was willing to goto America, and that 
he should oblige them by affixing his signa- 
ture toit. He likewise said, that a noble 
Lord opposite, whom he (the Bishop of 
Norwich) then saw in his place, 
individual Peer to whom he must 

he wanted it, for ova payment of 
sage-money. He therefore contended, that 
they ought not without examination to ta 
these petitions t i 
the meaning of [ 
The Ly had heard a good dealin the irse of 
these discussions of a 
Patrick. That rey. divine had uttered 
several violent denunciations 

Catholic schools within his - 
He had not the honour of knowing that 
individual, but certainly he must be a very 
extraordinary man, though he doubted 
whether his evidence could be 
of much value respecting the rites and cere- 
monies of the Ro: man Catholic 
This Dean of St. Patrick was 
beford the beard. Hi 





) 
} > wl) rrned } 
DOS WilLO SIgnea LOCI. 


certain Wean of 


admitted a 
admitt a as 
horire 
cuure h. 


orthodox spirit was 


most indignant at the idea of sending Pro- | t 


testant children for cducation to Roman 
Catholic schools, “ for their very holydays,” 
said he, “ will be blemished by their con 
nation with the Roman Catholic fait! 

Was examined as to thes holyd LYS, and 
was asked which of them he objected to. 
He mentioned seven to which he had most 


particular objection 





the liberty of analyzing the seven holydays 
which he mentioned. it appeared that 


they were the 17th and the 25th of 
March, St. Peter’s-day, St. 
sion-day, Assumption-day, and All Saints. 


He told the board that he considered them 


Paul’s Ascen- 


be a fair explanation of 


{Ma ¥ 25} 


also « Na nine d 


Now, the board took | 


most unorthodoxically was, ‘* lam not aw 
me. 99 > ere, ot 
of it. He should not have repeated th 
I 
1? ’ 7 . > 
inecdaote, had he not heart Lilt I | 
; } } 
\ l 1 not 1 l mentior It I ne I ird 
I nother. With the X two ol 
. 
1 We had services 1n Whi 4 I 
‘ ] ] 
{ }) lilar Gavs, L VGE tI 
I 
] ] 
} of having the fal 
s « tam ited 4 l 
‘ ‘ : 
r having vthi | 
{ it} 1 ] a vs NI ? | !} 
L « t! untortut Will 
7 1] 1 t 
n {| Lin his! 1 t I 
eS" ’ ' 
1d lL | I for ver | ( 
more (r] VOUSIV I SI n ( li 
, = 1 
Cl { ited. ihese {| KX | { l 
} } } 
Sal to | used as a Dstitu LOL 
holy Scriptures. Now, tl ompuilers 
ca ' . : 
and editors of these small v ( id 
, 1 
neve Sal and, indeed nad I r \ ed 
: , 
Lol thing of the kind i W d 
, ] kau se ] } 
them, 1 iC t ve al ( f t 
. 4 
Scriptures \mong ‘ int half 
¢ . wl } } ] ‘ . 
el i er they hal complied t ll 
i i I 
’ : 
tO \ as mill el S tru d 
7 y } ] 
that t ( DOO! v ld ( el to 
I rm 1 ( ti Sci ture l \ 1 
: 
the were ¢ l tii ft ( 
¢ { , ) 
SeALA i y ¢ i V OTL 
the -<tf ot dlv I \ » 
: 1 : : 
Wa histo} Ot the ¢ tl 
} ee Y 4] 
Their had heard tl 
nd 1 7 ) 
of th ittack and RE % 
ae 1 
texts which had | n nvassea had 
,] } 1 
heard 1ICcc¢ tulit Gel id i i ( 
n ee 1 . ] ] t 
Marquess who had_preced him. He 
rola toanchs hut “ee Ib ae 4] 
Would touch but oniv silghtiy on the other 
texts, for he an unwillingness and an 


to be Koman Catholic holydays almost ex- | 


— ly. Now, the 17th of 
. Patrick’s-d ay—a ay vy kept as a holyday, 
, Peer on both 


te believed, by eve1 sides of 


} 
March was 


the House that was connected with I[re- | 


land, and celeLrated, he knew, as a general 
holyday throughout Ireland by every pcr- 
son old as well as young, be his rank and 
station high or low. Next came the 25th 
of March—that was the Annunciation of 
the Blessed Virgin. ‘Then came the days 
of St. Peter, of St. 
Ascension. He was examined particularls 
Ascension-day. Do you consider,’ 
he was asked, ‘‘ Ascension-day as a | 
day exclusively Roman Catholic?” His 
answer most unorthodoxically was, ‘‘ I do.’ 
‘Are you aware,” was the insidious ques- 


| } » 
Paul, and of the 


as to 
1OiVe= 


tion next put to him, that it isa day kept 
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asa very 


lemn hin 
solemn holraay in Oul wi 
Church ? 


llis answer most 1gnorant \ and 





lich! 
UISiIAC 


actual to touch upon them at all; 
for he was not fond of discussing at all 
times and in all places these sacred qui 
tions. It was, therefore, only by com] 
sion that he be 
them at present. The first text on which 
the ris rev. Prelate had commented was 
that text in Genesis, where it was dis- 
puted whether the translation should be, 


winced a passing glance upon 


“The woman’s seed 1 ¢ h the sery *s 
he id,’ o1 She hall ¢ 4 t ts 
head. Now, the 1 l ti Sia 

text differed from the Cath 

certainly It also differed in sor 1 
from ourown. The particle litet 

dered meant, ‘* that same s! ‘ 
But in thes books (1 lin in 
his hand), which were to make Protestants 


had the 
version? No; 


into Catholies, compilers taken the 


Catholic no such 
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They had taken the authorised version 
He could say much more upon this ie int, 
but for the reasons which he had already 
assigned he should decline doing so. Wit! 

respect to what had been said of their 
making no difference between penance and 
repentance, he had heard it said, not once 
merely, but more than twenty times, by 
clergymen who ought to have known 
better, that the Protestant had quailed 
before Roman Catholic Commissioners 
on this point, and that they had admitted 
the Roman Catholic doctrine of penance 
into their books of general education. Nx 

the question was deliberately discussed at 
the board, and the result was, that the 
Roman Catholic Commissioners wished the 
word ‘ penance” to be introduced; but 





when its exclusion was pressed at the 
board, they gave way, and the Protestant 
Commissioners kept in their word “ repent- 
ance.” There was a note, it was true 
attached to that word ; but a note in which 
he could only discover fair dealing, sim 
plicity, and candour. These books had 
= n impugned in the very strongest terms, 
and it had been said of them, that they 
were filled 
fully selected to explain and promote the 
tenets of Catholicism. Now, with the 
permission of their Lordships, he would 
two quotations on that 
point from different authors. The first 
was from the work of a clergyman who 


4 


throughout with sentences care- 


read to them one or 


avowed himself to be a decided enemy of 


the national system of education at present 
in force in Ireland. Let them mark what 
this rev. Gentleman said :—‘*‘ | must,” says 


fLORDS} 





| M*Hale had gone further. He said 


he, aluer a strong vituperation of the sys- | 
/ every other doctrine of the Protestant reli- 


**T must 
do the editors the justice - admit, that so 
far as I have examined these volumes, | 
have found no passage which has either 
been introduced or omitted under the in- 
fluence of any peculiar view of Christ- 
lanity, either doctrinal or practical; and 
as our version is more faithful than the 
Douay 


tem and those who conducted it, 


version, and as these lessons are 
well calculated to convey religious instruc- 
tion to the young and uneducated, these 
volumes may be used with benefit to 
instruct the children of Roman Catholics.” 
He would next give their Lordships some 
evidence in favour of these volumes from 
another quarter, and when he stated who 
it was that furnished that evidence, he was 
sure that their Lordships would feel that 
it crowned the climax in their favour. 
They had heard a — 1 deal lately of Dr. 
M’Hale, the titular Archbishop of Tuam. 
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That right rev. assailed 
the Board vith 

than that which had been displ 
wainst it by the right rev. Prelate who 
had that night : 1 their Lords] hips. 
Dr. M‘Hale had attacked the board with 
all his powers of eloquence and with all bi: 
magnitude of talent—he had denounced and 
anathematised its books, and had publicly 
called them most pernicious volumes. Now, 
did not that mark the estimation in which 
Dr. M‘Hale held these volumes ? But Dr. 
‘[ have 
read these pernicious volumes, and having 
read them, I have interdicted them in all 
the schools under my jurisdiction, so that 


gentleman had 
vreater violence even 


aved 


1ddresse: 


the faithful will be free from their P stilent 
contagion.” Surely their Lordships could 
not have stronger evidence than this to 


t 
show that the system adopted by the Board 
of National Education was not in 


e Roman Catholic edu- 


tended or 


} 4 
calculated to promo 





- e Was not pre pared to 
suy, that thes: books were perfe ct—they 


‘ 


were the ¢ ilations — n—they must, 





* human infirmities. 
would Sav, that in these books 


therefore, partake 
1) : 

But this he 
he 


he found every doctrine which Protestants 
valued, and every doctrine which Roman 
Catholics conceived essential to their salva- 
tion. He found in these volumes,—and 
here he must again repeat, that he was 
most unwilling to allude before their Lord- 
ships to religious topics, but in justice te 
the cause which he was humbly attemptir 

to advocate he was compelled to allude to 
them,—he found in these volumes candidly 

and distinctly stated, the divinity of ou 
Saviour, the doctrine of atonement, and 

| 





sion which we value and inculcate in ow 
churches. He might enter more at larg 
into this part of his subject, but he had 
already intruded longer on the time of their 
Lordships than he ought, and indeed than 
he originally intended. He hoped, how- 
ever, that their Lordships would not allow 
that evening to pass away without opposing 
these resolutions. He hoped that they 
would do their best to support and advance 
that religion which was best calculated for 
the present state of the Roman Catholi 
population of Ireland. ‘ We cannot, my 
Lords, do all that we would,” said the 
right rev. Prelate, ‘ Let us, however, de- 
termine to do all that we can.” If we can- 
not compel our Roman Catholic fellow-sub- 
jects to read the Bible, let us show in our 
persons by our conciliatory spirit, by our 
charity, and by our Protestant Christianity, 
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that we read the Bible ocurselve and thut ent lo givea lent vote on tli occasion 
: — al = | ; } j } { j { 
we practise 1ts mild and beneficent precepts, lif he had re 1 anot ument 


’ 1: lata let 1 cy ae ty P Rio P 
and on these data iet retch ou o aecide him ; ) le ¢ l which | 


right hand of fellowship to our Roman. ought to take with respect to t reso- 
s* at . ] , ” . 
Catholic brethren, and implore n to re-. lutions » should have had it sur l to 
tie hee bee Snails pec . } ; 
celve it. that they will receive It, | n th laration w ie 
; : ar aat nage ge a sons) 
receive it @iadly ll time, i have 1 MOL Prelate had just made, that Dr. M‘H 
doubt than I have of my own existen i} was decidedly o} sed to nation 


could read you evidence accumulated u systems oF education, Pix aadeien © 
evidence to show, that in conscy ( f the svstem besten fecal 
receiving our short extracts, tl cul ity in this { , it va that | 


of the peopic has been « ] 1, » Kl im to su rt the1 yiut I f his ht 


more of th ered V t t v. | "| first du f p t- 
never will be sati P ; Ean 


whole of 1t unmutilat In then : BS cy { 


GU COMPaAlN Cilatl t ROMAN Lath ICS t } acl nf . ] eG j ] } 
’ , 4 : . . S 
Ir land ai barbarians. | a NO, Litk sands rm en ee Pea ees A ld | 
3 i >» ict i oy Cill { \ ‘i WU 
Why you say they a not to | { — to. | ‘ j 
; “Kar : . + 4 I " \ \ ud 
lieved on their oaths ; and 1 them } o-¢c2) : ' 
Se yr * . 7s ‘ , . '\ H OU { ‘ 
MGOLAT De VOW, il i 
, . \ t V a 
lt they all 4a L ( { t 1) 
t : +] +] 1 i ' 
Ot an Oath, UW U Cl 1 ( : 
— : } } } + ; ' 
ure tnus 1 Lt in \ - . } 
_, ‘ i i i i 
perstition, \ fault 1 
“ 1 Pi . } i CliCcg 
yea WwW < KC] h » 2 { I . 
i ec t V 
lot tor me to remimn } } ‘ i : . 
. . t } i { I mus 
as you I In istorica 
y ; : t ynsistent 
even within tf I OL rj 1 . 
} 1.° Ws | nes ¢ i’ re $ t 
there were heavy penalties inf_ ; 
i ; ( CI i 1Or 


any Catholic in [reland who ventured to] ”: poly 





educate his children at a pub ‘sl | 
even under the shelter of his own roof, | “'0Ut mutiial Ife did not he 
Though we k pt them down form rly by | © t that, n Kn _ nt i ¢ re a 
the strong arm of power, we have of |] hy time of the telormation which 
years adopted towards them wiser and | 72 {such heart-burnings as the In- 
more generous policy. We have given t |! ict Of this system of educat had 
civil liberty already: let Ww them | the first F tl 
that which will enable them to pave thei . » do all in their power to ex- 


own way to relhe@ious liberty. the bili i 5 Ol I 210n 1 had 


Will circulat among th 1, li Y 1 ao not |! toa : s oi ) i Ss, an 
Oo 1 1} mPyt , { 
attempt to promote its circuiation by force. | { > LLC’ i} f l 
The heart of man is naturally attracted to} (0ugh unsupported, stand by the pro- 
it. Itis said, but oh! how unjustly, that | position of his right rev. Friend. TI 
. 7 1 . - ‘* . p 1 4 ? 
we have mutilated th ptures \\ 1S y | 1 tak ( hat { 
ey ° 1 7 4 ’ 
may mutilate this t | thol \ yf | i | 
Sg +) 1 } 1 1 1 | ] 
one of the books published by the | | | 


but if you leave but one sentence of | them 1 I tter than they were el 
divine original in it, it will fly abroad, and, | n | | 
like the fabled leaf of the Sibyl, will mul id ity i \ i lot | rie 


ce } 


tiply itself a thousand times, and scatt i v. S Well s to i Protestants of 


blessings in every direc tion. Lake, for in- [ro] 1, to vote tor the 1 lut 

stance, that single sentence, ~ G! Ey | [he Earl of I}? 1 t 

God in the highest, and on h peace and | J t system of edu 1e present 
good will among men. Let it go forth | sy had failed : althoueh Catholi 
alone, a wanderer in Ireland, and system he would admit t! t did affor 


the judicious systen of education n 
practice there, it will soon cease to | a 
wanderer, and will find a home anda 7 
ing place in every Irish b 


, 
JQ 


The Earl of Wenchilsea could uot con- | uoble Marquess opposite declare, that he 
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not consider it to have failed after 
which he had made in 

Was it not in consequen 
hat 


the 
ice of 
had 


frangements 


idmission 
committee. 


that admission t modifications 


had and the | the experiment had not been sufficiently 
Government for the purpose of conciliating | tried, but his belief was, that it would nevei 
the Protestants ? While he admitted the »|do good He held it to be the duty of a 
olutions of the right rev. Prelate to be | Christian Government to uphold Christian 
correct, he could not vote fora proposition | truth in every system of national educa- 
which uld Ipiy censure on the com- | tion which they might establish, but he 
missioners. He was at first Op] | to | denied, that it was consistent with Chris- 
the sv but then if is to the people | tian truth, and asserted that such a com- 
and to the sytem itself that he ob- | promise was ealoulered to retard rather 
jected The 1 ports pt d t the sys- | than promote the ot bject which it had in 
t f the Kildare-sti Society was | view, namely, conciliation. He begged 
working well, and that was one reason! their Lordships to recollect, that the 
why he was opposed to any change, and | Roman Catholics had held up the Pro- 
he should now uree the same argument | te stant clergy to odium and condemnation; 
against any total alteration of the pres and, although the Protestant clergy had 
system which had now been in operation for | been placed in circumstances of remark 
some yea [tw very different tl able difficulty, he was happy to say, that 
to object in the first instance, anda ajthey had acted conscientiously, as he 
system had been in operation for some | hoped they always would found to act, 
ime. He thought that thanks were dt in their opposition to any system of which 
to the commissioners for the concessions | they disapproved. While he disclaimed 
which they had made, « dhe argued, that ! all censure on the commissioners or those 
it was a great improvement to have the | of the clergy who acted with them, he 
Scriptures introduced during the joint | must say, t that he abhorred the system of 
education, but this was accompanied by | education which had been adopt d in Ire 
rezulation hich rendered 1 ut land, and it was this consideration which 
practically v han before. If ould induce him to give his vote as 
modification were mad vith respect to} he meant to do in favour of the motion of 
| U of catech and I} u | his right rc Friend. 
books 1 uld relieve t! ystem from | The Marquess of Clanricarde said, the 
much obj 1, and ar ¢ tisfy the | details brought forward by the right rev, 
Protesta cleroy without giving offence t Prelate (the B hop of Exeter), affected the 
the Roman Catholic portion of the com- | commissioners more than the syste they 
munity. ' referred to particul management par- 
The Bish p of Lond W ( ] ticular schools; they did not a] pry to the 
meant to support the resolutions of h ystem itself, but to particular schools, 
right rev. Friend, to g¢ | himself by | formed under the authority of ‘he system, 
explaining why he should do He was | The noble Earl opposite (the Earl of Wick- 
elad that his right rev. Friend had adopted | low) had said, that the Government ought 
:. 2Ou d hierent fi m toat which h not to have dise untenanved the schools 
ivinally intended to take, and that he | of the Kildare-street Society; but he would 
had separated fh the others the resolu- | contend, that it was the people of Ireland 
tion which would impl censure on the | who ¢ ountenanced them, because they 
mmissiot nd se of the cler; refused to send their children to those 
who a with him. fe was opposed to | schools, and ye was a Suflicient justifi- 
the present tem of national education | cation for not plying the public money 
in Ireland, | ise he conceived it to|to maintain them. He denied, that the 
be based on principles which were funda- | system was a failure. Let their Lordships 
mentally vicious, ae whicl atk 1 not, | recollect the short time it had been estab- 
therefore, be prey d from future failure. | lishe |, let them recollect the great excite- 
It had failed, on the « hand, in eftect- | ment which had prevailed; not only in 
ing religious good ; and on the other, the | Ireland, but in England also, since that 
only effect which it had produced was to | period, and the events consequent upon 
encourage Roman Catholics and to dis-| that excitement; then let them look to 
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the Protestants. It was impos- 
| sible for any one to read over the evidence 
non the subject without being con- 
| vinced of this fact. Some noble Lords 


emed to support ground, that 


courage 
| t ike 


it on the 
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the number of schools which had been 
established, and then he would ask whether 
any man would say, that this system, up to 
the present moment, had f; sirly been tried ? 
Their Lordships had the fact before them 
in the report, that no “ a number than 
166,935 children were at present educated 


under the svstem. He thoueht the Com- | 
missioners, by the regulations they had | 


made, ~~ ameliorated the mana: t 
Shea ; 

of those schools, and had d« th l 

most to carry out the system int 


in which the Legislature had thought 
establish it. : 

The Earl of Roden—? y Lords, | lies 
I was the first Member of your Lords 
House who ventured to call your Lordshiy 
attention to this subject. | ho; , therefo: 
that I may be excused for saying a ver 
few words, giving my hearty concur 
rence to the proposition which has been 
submitted to your Lordships’ considerat 
by the right rev. Prelate inl 
my Lords, is precisely the same at thi 
time as it was at the first moment | 
the honour to bring the subj¢ fore 
Lordships. My Lords, my tirm and s 
conviction is, 


sistent with the duties of a Christian legis- 


lature—to establish or uphold any system | 
which has not the S riptures as contained | say 


in the Bible, os that, without note o1 


comment Seep it is, aS a national m 
of educ: ti ie the pate , for I am con- 
vineced that no system of national edu- 


cation can succeed without God’s bless- 


ing; and the basis of the present expei 
ment is, the rejecti on of those great scrip- 


tural truths ah ch He had commanded to 


be taught and seslichad to every creature, | 
My Lords, it ought not to be forgotten, | 


that the system for which this national 
system has been substituted (the Kildare- 
place Society) was day by day increasin 
in usefulness, and additional numbers were 
continually flocking to the schools; and I 
beg leaveto deny the assertion of the noble | 
Marquess (Clanricarde) that the Kildare- 
place Society had been dwindling away 
when the N< tional Board was established. 
At no time were they more flourishing o1 
more usefully engaved : disseminating 
the Scriptures amongst Roman Catholl 

i ’ 
as well as Protestants: but it was t 
establishment of the a grating system 
which cramped, and, I may say, destroyed 
the effects of their impor tant labours. I | 
confess, my Lords, that I was much g 





that it is not consistent with | 
a Protestant country—that it is not con-| 
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one could, for a moment, doubt that the | sider the situation in which they would 


right rev. Prelate who brought forward the | place the:uselves, if the resolutions of Ul 





motion, intended, by means of it, to cast | right rev. Prelate were agreed to. ‘I'l 
a censure upon tl ymmissioners. ‘The } could not leave Ireland without education. 
other right 1 i’relate = ( Bi iop of If separate grants were n vile for each ot 
London) could do no less than disclaim} the sects, it we L ision endless d 
any intention of conveying tha content; they could not give the | I 
For his part, he was perfectly rant to the wealth and | numerou 
admit, that, in many of the cases h{seet, and if they were to give a grant t 
so much had been said of conscientious | the Roman Catholics, without doing any- 
scruples, there might have been feelings of | thing for the Protestants, he need hardly 
the sort: but no doubt there was also a] say, that it woul sion the t seri 
little of | ities, When the present plan | discontent .while th present syst in, avoid 
of educat } l H tre i led the } | 
| 
veal | 3 | hl ( Mr) | | { il } { ll V1 
Stanley, there ‘ ter t ral elee- | its limits, and advance the civilization and 
tion, a ¢ ided manifestation of publi happines f the country. 
feel \t that ti ar Anti-R } Lord J al and # esey uid, th: 
1) ] ] 
ers, Who since Called el s the Con- ( mciuaing Observations Of the noobi 
servative p wel tur | Lt OV Vi int were amongst the most Import- 
heel they \ re ( { i \ \ int i if oft deb Hie, in Cons 
directl hurl t wi ice of th bservations, felt himselt 
time elay 1 Le re't Vv < i eX tly t Ina ou L) id not at first an- 
derstand the position in which they were | tieipate—viz., that of voting with t 
placed; they certainly ven when in} noble Viscount as well as with the nobl 
powell 1d i | { to ed e} Dual Welil In saying so, he 


? ‘ 

uid of t fem rf nati i ea f | discl Ll all ti ntiments expressed 
in Tt land, cs hie ( Ce t su by tl nov V 1st ini vhich h d reference 
cee led, and to a certain d rree fa led ; to the religious { elings of those Protest- 
but he entertained not a shadow of doubt} ants in Ireland who had, through con 
that a well-advised perseverance in it | Scientious motives, resisted the present 
would prove highly beneficial to the coun- | system. Although ‘t could not be said, 
try. It had been said, that the system to] that that system had sueceeded, he sti 


which he was referring, gave encourage- | entertained the hope with which he en 


ment to the Roman Catholic and dis-jtered the Committee of last Session, 





couraged the Protestant relig it ist | s 1 system founded on the sam 
be admitted, that the argument of the] principle—that of united education — 
right rev. Prelate went th th. but | working successfully in the country. Wit! 
follow n i oul rf ir | hats ly, It amount | re rard to t res iu i0 iS ¢ f th rl ht rey 
to this—that they could not educate the | Prelate, while he could have wished tha 
Catholics upon any principle whatever, | hev had not been brought forward, h 
The possession of funds by one party | th wht it but fair to the commissioner 

would naturally lead t a ussion; onjif their J rdshij were not prepared t 

that ground, the Conservative party were | come to a resolution inculpating their con 


beaten; but it was their own fault that | duct, that it would be but fair to give 
they were so beaten, tney el raced in a trial to good intentions. He could n 
bad quarrel, and they deserved to be] avoid remarking, that the ri 

beaten. As to the present motion, he] late (the Bishop of Norwich) had tha 
should rather it bad been met by a de- | evening extolled the eloquence and tale 
cided negative; but as th previ US ques- }ofarev.G ntleman of the Roman Catholic 


] 
HAA 


t { 
tion had been moved, if that mode of | Church, while he had spoken in ra 
meeting it would reconcile the proceeding {| harsh terms of those members of his own 
more to the feelings of the noble Duke, he | Church from whom he differed. He had 
should not be so fastidious as to object poken of them in a manner which afford 
He should not then add anything more to] a striking contrast with that in 
the reasons already given in favour of the | right rev. Prelate below him had spok 


amendment, but simply limit himself to | of members of his own Church from whom 
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which the 





requesting, that noble Lords would con- | he, too, was on principle opposed. The 
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Dean of St. Patrick’s, whose evidences 


right rev. Prelate (the Bishop of J 
} } 


had commented 
cviven thre ugh a misc eption 


> 


lh, 


ati 


question, yielded not in charactei 


to any rev. Divine—] 


those who upbraided him, That rev. G 


tleman had abstained from sha 
administration of this system, be 
was conscientiously opp d t 
right rev. Prelate, with an equal 
his own opinions, bad been, befor 
raised to his present elevated pos 
defender of wh | 
opponent. He declined 
solutions of the right rey. P 
they imputed to the prese: 
tional education a failure, wl 
partial, and which might b r 


. , } 
against bv a difierei Gdministrat 


was undesirabl 
failed if they were not prepared t 
upon Parliament, and ve all, uy 
House of Commons, which had yn 
itself in favour of the nt 

adopt another in its stead. ‘Theses 
only reasons which he s wld, at th 
hour of the nig 
for the vote he intended to give. Het 


strongly the difficulty in whi 


} 
ht, Ol 


missioners had been placed—t 
any set of men might have been p 
endeavouring to render a system 
able to the state of Ih land, divided 
was by religious and political feeling, 
nothing could induce him to supp 
fourth resolution, had it been press 
the right rev. Prelate, or to s v tl 
criminall 
knew, tl 

missioners—he believed h could 
make an exception—had endeav 
reconcile their conflicting opinions 
administration of a syst 


} 


y abused their trust, 
rat the majority ol ( 


which it was obvious they could 
conscientiously agreed. “If they hac 
mately failed, it was from circumst 
which no man or set of men could 
trol, and which no human power « 
prevent. He would not aband 

which from the commencement h 


nm th 
th Uli 


entertained, of seeing the present sys! 


in successful operation until ever 
effort had been tried and found inefle¢ 


The Bishop of Chichester was un 


stood ‘to say, that he believed the 
objection to the present system 
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Roxburgh 
regard to himself. The right rev. Prelate 
had with some emotion charged him (the 


f COMMONS} 


Bishop of Exeter) with having denounced | 


that right rev. Prelate and others. 


No | 


such thing had, however, ever entered into | 


his contemplation. 

The Marquess of Lansdowne explained, 
that he never had said anything to the 
right rev. Prelate upon the subject of the 
intentions of Government tu 
with a view to deter the right rev. 
from making any motion which he pleased. 

Their Lordships divided on the order of 
the day moved by the Duke of Wellington : 
—Contents 71; ,( 
jority 45. 

Resolutions were lost. 


iis matter 


Prelate 


Not-Contents 20: Ma- 


List of the NotT-Conren's. 


ARCHBISHOP RBar 
Canterbury Carlisl 
DUKE. Gloucester 
Newcastle Iixeter 
MARQUESS. LORDS. 
Cholmondel y Sondes 
EARI Grantley 
Winchilsea Kenyon 
Warwick Saltersford(Courtoun) 
Mountcashel Gage 
Bandon Bolton 
VISCOUNTS Carbery 
Strangford Clanbrassil (Roden 
Lorton Rayleigh 
Combermere Bexley 
BISHOPS. De Saumarez 
London 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Friday, May PAS 1838. 


MINUTES. Bill. Mead a second tim —Captured Slave 
Vessels. 

Petitions presented. By Sir STRATFORD CANNING, from 
the Owner of the Vixen, complaining of that Vessel 


having been confiscated by the Russian Government.—By 
Mr. BAINES, Abolition of Ne- 
gro Apprentict th, for 
the continuance of the present Act respecting the Manu- 
facture of Irish Linen.—By Mr. Sergeant JAcKSOoN, from 
the Clergy of the Diocese of ‘Elphin, in Ireland, against 
the Tithes 
Limerick, against the 
land)—By Mr. THoRNELY, from 
lowering the rate of Postage.—By Sir G. 
Plymouth, in favour of the Bill f 
of the Sabbath.—By Mr. D. W. 
Journeymen Bookbinders of London, against the Copy- 
right Bill; and from the Wesleyan Methodists of South 
Shields, against Negro Apprenticeship.—By Mr. T. 
comBE, from Islington, for additional Church Accommo- 
dation.—By Mr. HALL, against Negro Apprenticeship. 


from Coldstream, for the 
ship.—By Mr. Currig, from Arm: 


(Ireland) Bill; and from _ the 


system of National Education (Ir¢ 


GREY, from 


Harvey, from th 





Dun- 


Diocese of 


or the better Observance 


'of the noble Lord having so 


| strona: 





Election— 280 
E, Wilmot) whether he was prepared to 
give notice of any measure founded upon 
the resolution adopted by the House the 
other evening ? 

Sir Eardley Wilmot : In consequence 
: decidedly 
stated on the night that the resolution was 
carried, and also upon several occasions 
since, that he should oppose auy measure 
that might be carry 
resolution into effeet, and 
strone 


introduced to the 
Ih ¢ Olseque ice 
of its being one of the starguments 
of the anti-abolitionists, that the agitation 
raised by the friends of immediate eman- 
cipation has, in a great measure, prevented 
the voluntary manumission of the slaves 
he must state, that it was not his intention 


to proceed in any way whatever upon the 


‘resolution he had carried, thinking that 
ithe resolution as it 


stood, would have a 


suc- 
} 


r, more powerful, and more 


‘cessful effect towards inducing the slave- 


owners to do that voluntary which the bill 
would compel them todo, ‘Iherefore he 
should not bring in any bill at present, 
reserving to himself the right to act on the 
resolution hereafter. 

Lord John Russell: The hon. 
oe declared, that he does 
present intend to take any m 


Baronet 
not at 


asure In 


having 


| consequence of his resolution, but reserves 


to himself the right of taking any measure 
hereafter, it is incumbent on us to ask 
this Hlouse’s opinion whether or not it is 
to the first or second 
decision to which it has arrived in the 
course of the present Session. Whether 
they are content with the law as it at pre- 


prepare d to agree 


' sent stands, or whether they mean to alter 


ithat law. 


Wolverhampton, for | 


Necro Apprenticrsuie. | Lord John 


Russell wished again to ask the hon. Ba- 


If they are content with the 
law as it at present stands, that law must 
be executed. Ifthe law is to be altered, 
that alteration must be carried into effect 
in the proper way; and that law, as 
altered, must also be executed. On these 
grounds I shall be ready to act on Mon- 
day; and my hon. Friend the Under 
Secretary for the Colonies (Sir George 
Grey) will propose resolutions of which I 
will now state the general effect. The noble 
Lord accordingly stated the course which 
the Government meant to take on Monday, 
and placed the resolutions on the table 
which were ordered to be taken into con- 
sideration on that day. 


Roxpuren E,ecrion.—ADJOURNED 
Desate.| On the order of the day 


ronet the Member for Warwickshire (Sir | being read for resuming the adjourned de- 
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bate on Sir James Graham’s motion for 
disqualifying Hawick as a polling plac 

Mr. Horsman and Mr. H 
ther. ‘There was a general cry for Mr. 
Horsman, but Mr. Hope 
way. After some delay and a few wor 
from the Speaker, 

Mr. Horsman procec ded: 


! > 
to the House for th 


ope rose toge- 


,  —— 
would not give 


apology to make 
adjournment of this question last night, | 
find it in the opportunity which it h 

afforded to hon. Gentlemen for recon- 


sidering a question with which they v 
made but imperfectly ; quainted by tl 
speech of the night h - Baronet the 
Member for Pr more ke, a speec i Vi hy h 
was grounded on the most exaggerated 
statements of interested partizans, and yet 


whose evidence, 

of itself, suthcient to prove, that the 
was brought before Parliament a case of 
election disturbance: 
quences both to person and property were 
so utterly insignificant as the one we are 


ae ; 
if fairly represented, was 


: Be ] . 
In which the conse- 


now discussing; and I cannot conccive | 


how anyman of common understanding 
can pretend to believe, that a mob could 
be in so inflamed and maddened a state as 
the one at Hawick is represented to hav 

been, so that even a passenger, going 


through on the coach, was compelled, as | 


we are told, to put a blue ribband in his 
button-hole to save his life, and yet not 
one single calamity of any kind 
curred; | am uta loss to conceive hoy 
the right hon. Gentleman’s friends ean 
suffer themselves to be persuaded that 
unprotected, and obnoxious voters, could 
be for twenty minutes and half an hour in 
the hands of a mob so furious and blood- 
thirsty as the right hon. Gentleman, 
and yet come out of their hands so perfectly 
uninjured that they 
next day as if nothing had hay 
The thing contradicts itself—an 


evident, that cither these witnesses have 


ey were walking about 
ened, 


, 
} 
d itis 


grossly exaggerated the temper of the mol 
or, what is very unlikely, have very muc! 
understated the injuries they themselves 
received fromit. And the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own evidence would have 
shown this, if he had not always stopped 


when he came to the most important part 
—for thoucrh he read to us the dreadful 


! 
+ 


threats by which it is pretended that clec- 
tors were to be deterred from polling, 

did not go on to read to us the best com- 
mentary, or those threats in the established 


fact that those very men did poll the next | 
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th of them,—that after poll- 

hands of the mob, 
were unprotected, and at their mercy for 
a considerable time, and came out ‘pe r- 
fectly uninjured.—The hon. Gentleman 


then went on to say, the right hon. 


onet, 1nd a t n himself to 
the evidence, but ente i Into statements 
! uy yn or the gossip 
’ 

oft it whos 
t \ ! LY t Com- 
B t ted 
\ t Ss10on oT 

In y to t| 

I a ( ation 
j t } } n 
other authorit 1 that the evidence 
Piven DeEfore Committee. Th fact 
was it | into not only did not join 
tl | . ) | stings, but ictually 
went another road in order to avoid the 
pi $101 Neither did Lord Minto show 
h lf uj he hustines. There was no 
rround whatevet for the right hon. 
Baro ’s statements upon these points, 


t 
Then the rizht hon. Barone nok he 
ihen the right hon. Baronet spoke of the 


extre Vit nt v { | 1 been prac 
tised in the case of James Oliver, who 
was thrown into the water. Now it ap- 
peal i from Oliver's ow evidence, 
namely from a letter written by him to 


lothes 


( 
t he fel 
hat he felt 


only hitth tiff, that he had a few slicht 
brutses, { it had received no serious 
injury. ‘This showed the nature of the 
pl dine, nd how much at vy datth 
matter had been exaggerated. He ad- 
mitted, that tl were a fi isolated 
cases of assa but there was not one of 
them which was not distinetly traceable to 
the s! st provocation, ihe feelings of 
the peo} | were excited by the constant 
ap} lications ich were made by the Tory 
party to call in the military, and this in 
some instances might have led to an ap- 


but, in point of fact, no 
riot nor act of serious violence occurred. 
Another circumstane that naturally 
te nded much to « xcit the feelings of the 


people was the fixing of the p llino-booth 
( 





‘lose to the doorof the Tory committee- 
room. Thes were things which th pe ople 
WV not likely to submit to quietly, and 


it was not to be wondered at that there 


uld | me stron’ m inife station of 
eeling. ‘There was one statement which 
1 


the right hon. Gentleman made last night, 


whit h he Vir, Hi yrsinan wish cd to correct 
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The right hon. Gentleman 


stated, that the 
sheriff had declare d, that | 


ie closed the 


poll at the request of the friends of Mr. 
Scott, in consequence of the rioting of the 
friends of Mr, Elliot rendering it impossible 
for the po ling to 270 On. ‘] iere Was nota 
word of that iDpearing in the evidence. 
The sheriff-substitute stated distinctly, that 
he closed the poll becat 1 note was 
brought to him, informme him that Lord 
John Scott and Colonel Macdonald wer 
taken by tlhemob, and were undergoing 
ill treatm nt. Phe herift-substitute wa 
asked this qu Sstior att Re that tin wa 
there considerable confusion and riotin 

His reply was, ‘* There was a g deal 
of noise and confusion,” but evaded 


saying, that there w 


ind ina subseq leat | 


as anvth iv like ri ting; 
art of his ¢ 


he distinctly stated, that he closed the poll, | 


i 
not on account of the rioting, but on ac- 
count of the appr hension he was undet 
from the statements brought to hin But 


to Ye) he 


what, after all, turned out 
case; The eriff-substitute closed the 


immediately discovered that 


poll, but he 
le 


the whole that bad been told him was a 
ross misstatement; that the whole thing 
was unfounded, and theret opened the 


been 
the 


n asking for 


poll again. But what use had made 
of this brief ad] 
the very party that 
it all day? The truth seemed to be, that 
they asked for the adjournment, having 


urnonment of 


| 
nad be 


poll by 


previously determined to make it the 
rround of a petition to the House of Com- 
mons to seta This was 


side the election. 


the object of all the notes written to the 
sheriff-substit , entreating him to clos 
the poll when th re wi non SSILY Well, 
he poll was again opened, and the sam 
system wascarried on by Mr. Scott’s party. 
hey found these eentlemen coming f 
ward, 10t as el yrs, NOt as private indi- 
viduals, but as magistrates, and makin 
use of their iuthoritvy as n iwistrates to 
prevent voters trom fol to the p ll, a 
an election in which they themselves were 
interested as partisan Io him he con- 
fessed, that for gentlemen to make such 


use of their magisterial authority was a 
of so extraordinary and un- 
precedented a character, that he should 
from the Lord, the 
he Home Dey rtment, what 
ubject, and what 


circumstanc 


like to hear nob] 


Secretary for t 
was his opinion on the 
he thought of gentlemen in the commission 
of the peace coming forward to prevent 


electors from going to the poll who were 


‘COMMONS} 


| 
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willing to do so. The consequence was, 


ithat the sheriff, who had hitherto taken 


| 


|stated, ‘‘ As 





no such step, was influenced by this note 
to send for the military. He thought, that 
the baillies, on that occasion, exercised a 
very sound discretion. The result showed, 
that they 


did; because when the military 
it was admitted by the witnesses in 


Caine, : 
support of the petition, that they were of 
In the very note which 
riff-substitute wrote for the military 


he stated to the Marquess of Lothian, who 
was the lord-lteutenant of the county, 
that there was no rioting going on; for in 
| the answer written by Lord Lothian it was 
; tne answer written VY 4 yrd AOLDIAN It Was 


you have not stopped the 

stated that there 
inc, | do not feel justified in 
Hawick.” H 
the 


poll, and hav is no riot- 


marching the 
ito 


wished to call 


the attention of House more particu- 
larly to the grounds upon which the sheriff 
proceeded in calling tor the militia. Was 
it on his own information and observation 
that he did it? No such thing. He put 


in evidence a letter which he wrote to 


| 6] ant . a : 

Lord Lothian, and in which he pointed out 
. ] . " ] 

what facets were within his own knowledge, 


ind what it was he stated upon hearsay, 
He described the that had 


a outrages 
occurred thus :— 


US. 


“¢NIr. Macdonald’s coat was almost torn 
from his back, and an attempt, he says, was 
made to seize his watch and chain ;’? that was 


‘which he prevented, and he was 


repeatedly struck;’ that is hearsay. ‘Mr. 


Berwick suffered more severely; and 


hearsay: 


his coat 


waistcoat were completely torn from his back, 
and h eni¢ red the inn with gre il difficulty In 
his ti ( ind shirt ’—the entering the inn 
is also hear 1y—‘ the latter almost in tatters ; 
he was also repeatedly struck and_ kicked ;’ 

tis hearsay; ‘he also missed his pocket 
book with 12/., but this was afterwards re- 
turned by a boy who found it upon the street ;’ 
that is also hearsay.” 

So that the evidence upon which the 


the evi- 
very parties who had been 
him false statements all the 
day; statements which, when inquired 
into, were found to be totally groundless. 
The right hon. Baronet (Sir J. Graham) 
last night read to the House the testimony 


sheriff-substitute proceeded was 
1 . : 
ot 


Gence the 
sending to 


yf the rev. Angus Barton, who gave before 
the committee 


he 
Lit 


an account of the speech 
professed to have heard addressed 
by Admiral Elliot to what he (Mr. Barton) 
called the Who were the 
Why, the electors; but it pleased this rev. 


L° 8 
whicn 
mob. mob ? 


Gentleman to designate them a mob. 
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would assert, that they wer 

honest, respectable elector If for tl 
word ** mob,” therefore, | 

would substitute ‘‘ electors. vervt] 
that had been stated t 


of Admiral Elliot would prove t 


correct, and in perfect ac with t 
7) . r P . - § 
veneral practice at all con 
It was his political op nt 
" } } " ' 
the muiltiftuae a 1 mob. | 
this Mr. Barton— 
tial witness? If the I 
his cross-examination, th t | 
; ‘gue ne 
to judge whetner Wir, 
tisan or not. He ld 


the evidence of that utiem | | 
Gentleman « 
dence whi th was ¢ tt l ry ¢ 
of his other assertions H 

tmued the hon. ber, \ 1 
mission of this rev. man, t! 


was no riot at all, and e id 
he ¢ yuld to p! V t th V rs] I 

, -" ‘ ' 
tothe poll. this test 
us. , ’ 
fair and impartial 7] 
contrary. wel ( t \ on S 
actions of this gentleman evidence 
| : te ale oa ! ‘ 
he was at tha Cie¢ navi i P tis l 


From what he had now stated, id vy 
he h id take nh fre n } evident ( tl 
right hon. Gentleman’s own friends, th 
had these facts established: and he d 
fied the hon. Gentlemen opposite t 


tradict any one of them—that the ap 





cation for closing the poll, and eal 
the milit ry, came from Mr. Sex 

> ‘ 1 
that ninetyv-ell 


) a Cit kUIS ti 4 bat 


strances to the sheriff, decl r, that th 
could not poil be ise they threat 
ened by th n ) that i~hty-fo 
those electors afte | 


suffering any \ ind t 
the remai { lectors 
deterred or « ty ym vot <a 

the mob, but by their own friend 

times by Lord Jolin Scott netimes by 
the rev. Mr. Bart yn, and sometimes bvt 
magistrates; that th pl 
which an elector was thrown w 

higher than the n n’s should rs ind that 
the river into which anothet is tl \ 


did not come up to his knees. J H 
also had it proved, that the statem 


“1 ) : + | 4 + 
and col ipl ints which were constantly sen 


to the sheriff were false: that, althou 
the military were sent for in con quence 
. t +} part 


tes ¢ ) 
is, t ti) 


of those complain 


them did not avail themselves of the troo 


when it came: thus prov ne that 





it electors had sent remon- 
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introduction of the military was wholly | 
unjustifiable. But why should the right | 
hon. Gentleman on this occasion come to 
Hawick? Was it because the people of 
Scotland, being so little accustomed to 
popular elections, he imagined that their 
rights would be 
than those of an English constituency ; 
and did he, therefore, think, that ther 

cgi 


would be a greater chance of carrying his 


a 
nore weakly defended 





motion than if he had brought it forward 
regarding an English town? But t} 
whole of this business was matter of sur- 


prise to those who knew the experience of 
the right hon. 
There was no man who had seen more of 
election riots than the right hon. Gentle- 
man; and if he might be permitted to say 
it without offence, there was no one who 
in his own pious way had contributed to 
them so much. It was matter of notoriety 
in the borough which he (Mr. Horsmar 

had the honour to represent, that the right 
hon. Gentleman had been found asking the 
electors what they would say if attempts 
were made to interfere with the choice of 
the representatives of the people. He 
would tell the right hon. Gentleman what 
the people of Cockermouth would say re- 
garding this very petition. They would 
say, that it was matier of notoric ty in their 
town, when the right hon. Gentleman | 
himself figured as the advocate of popular 
rights on the hustings, and being opposed 
to high and honourable 
guilty of no crime excepting that of dif- 
fering with him i: Pp litical opinion, he 
in Parliamentary language, but carried by 
him to the utmost limit, and almost 
trenching upon the sacredness of private | 
life, used to declaim about ‘“ recreant 
Whigs ”—about men who, having been 
rejected by three constituencies, sneaked 
into Parliament for rotten boroughs. He | 
would repeat, it was matter of notoriety in 
those parts, that under the exciting in- | 
fluence of the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
harangues, there were more broken heads 
in one election for an English borough 
than there had been in all Scotland since 
Scotland was enfranchised. 
less excuse, therefore, for his bringing for- 
ward this motion, because, if it were | 
necessary that a motion should have been 
brought forward at all, and that he should | 
have preached a sermon upon the subject | 
of riots, it was hardly fair that a small | 
town in Scotland should have been se- | 
lected for his text. 


Rie at ar 
Gentieman tn election riot 


1) 





1 
men, who were 


’ 


There was 
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cient to punish riots in the great towns of 
England, it must be sufficient to punish 
them in asmall town in Scotland. Was 
there any reason for believing, that the 
popular ‘feeling should be more uncon- 
trollable in the town of Hawick than in 
the town of Nottingham ? Until the right 


hon. Gentleman, therefore, should give 


some better reason than he had yet given, 


1 ..2 4 } 
he should maintain, that by acceding to 


’ ’ 6 
Luc present motion, the House would not 


wily be adopting a dangerous precedent, 

but would be acting In a spirit of gro: 

injustice toward the people of Hawick, 
Mr. G. W. Hope should not have trou- 

= ’ tT 1 . a 

Died the liouse on the pre ent occasion il 
had not felt himself competent to speak 

| 


on certain facts which had been greatly 
relied on aud misstated, and to which the 
hon. Gentleman had given a prominent 
place in his speech. An hon. Gentleman 
opposite had made a statement with re- 
spect to the conduct of the Duke of Buc- 
cleuch towards fifty—he believed that was 
the number—of his tenants. It appeared 
from an authentic statement which had 
been forwarded to him, that the statistics 
of the place alluded to were as follow :— 
The number of acres was 558, the total 
rental about 600/., and the number of 
tenants not exceeding 100. What were 
the numbers who had been deprived of 
their holdings? The average number of 
removals for the last six years had been 
under four a-year, the total number in 
six years being twenty-one; and what 
was more striking, that was rather less 
l 


than more, compared with the years pre- 


| ceding the passing of the Reform Bill. 


The statements which had been made in 
"| tatements \ h had been mad 

reference to the conduct of the Duke of 
IR . 3 = . 

Buccleuch he must say were monstrous, 
and it became those who made them first of 
all to inquire what authority or ground ther 


| was for makine them, and he must say, 


that they came with an ill-grace from the 
hon. Member (Mr. Elliot) who had the 
Yet the 


* information. 


o 
oe) =) 


| hon. Member had made those statements 
the alpha and omega of his speech. He 


> 


had spoken as ifthe Duke of Buccleuch 
wanted to get the right hon. Baronet to 
apply for this bill to suit bis own pur- 
poses; but the hon. Gentleman was no 
r to that county, and he dare n 

assert, that the noble Duke was either an 
unjust oran oppressive !andlord. Did the 
hon. Gentleman assert that he was? [M: 





strain me 


If the law were suffi- | Eddiot: No.| He knew that the hon, Mem- 
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ber would not. That did iv. then. with | ] 
the imputation thrown 
Duke’s character by thos | 
The hon. Gentleman who had assailed t} thoueg ( Bo 


accuracy of the right hon. Baronet, « t | sufficient, Pea 
to have his own impartiality tested by | rait f 
Own Spe ech. He had selected | 

from the evidence which favoured | 

views, suchas in dealing \ the q ' 

of robbery, but be had omitted to | nai 


the evidence of Smail Ul 
would have rebutted h Owll ru f 
The h yn. Gentleman | | deserib 7 | 


proposition of an h by 
of the ( ] ctors as ct ce. 15 { ’ ‘ 
the nature of their ] 
Pattison, one of t lectors, 1 

1 } P ] } 
escaped being muid a. 


of Mr. Berwick, who did n 
into the yoke. ‘The hon 
the evidence of Mr. Berwick and Mr. ae 
Oliver to show, that both of them had 

been much maltreated. Heshould perha) but 

refer to that statement < ; the 
present he thought he had satisfied t part ( red upon H 
House, that the omissions of the r’s 
Baronet (Sir J. Graham) with re spect t ind to that Colo \Miacdonald 
the swearing had not been such as to! He would { he latter. 
damage his statement of the case. ‘There it ex) the evid of M N 
was now another point to which he (Mr. | Wi ut trou tl 

Hope) was anxious to draw the attention | ( | Maedonald's ev 


4 


] | 


of the House, and to which perhaps i ic would t t y nel 
somewhat disorderly manner he had en- | M t | \\ n 
deavoured last night to draw tl 

of the hon. and eallant Member for ] 
burgh. The passage was in page 
No. 3,927, and occurred in len 
of Mr. Rutherford Shiel. The Hous ) 
would remember, th the hon. M r,ing; that 
opposite had read a passage from tl 

ness’s evidence in order to show, tl 

person had been prevented from vot , 
imaginary fears—that he had been merely | he aj 1] 
called after through the streets, and 
consequence had not voted. From th 

it would raise an inference, that all 5 
comparatively quiet; but if the ho 
Member had read thi question and an 

swer which stood two below where t expected | ‘ 

hon. Member left off, he would have seen, 

and the House would have learned, t! 

* Did you see any clothes torn ?—| \ vet, this ey : | 
clothes flying in the air when IT was re-— that . Scott h 
turning from the town.” The hon. Mem-. hei \\ 

ber Opposite wholly omitted this hich 

turned over to the next page, wl h \ tions, | 

found, but stopped when he came to, th t here t t Lord J 
question and answer :—‘* You were not Scot ul | 

molested —Some one cried ‘a Tory’ a 
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sions So much. fo. t+hardwe- .%% - 
a 0. Ne or une, DUn geri, 
te . ° ' al } 
fairness and impartiality in the observ 

tions and test he had applied to tl vet ji 
hon. Baronet. As the hon eae. p- | 


posite had stated facts, not from the evi- 
dence, but founded upon information hi 


said had reached ( 
would follow that example, and siat a 


fe W facts which he (Mr. Hop ) h d | 
rived from con ‘ten ; 
hon. Member had denied boldly and 
roundly that there had been riots at th 
election of 1835. [Mr. £lliot: 1832.] 
The y beo'an in 1832, and th on. Membei 
denied that there had been any riots in 
1835. Now, seeing the construction the 
hon. Member put upon the word “ riot,” 
and finding that he denied the existence 
of any riot in 1837, he took it that on th 
hon. Members own admissions the saine 
circumstances occurred in 1837 
taken place in 1835. 


ever, would enable the House to draw its 
own 1nfe ices. Instead of lopting tl 

of the hon ember. He understood 
that in 1835, from 2 o’clock on the first day 


f t} of the military 
, ! ; ; 
on the next day, no one person could ve n- 
ture out of the inn in which Lord Jo 
Scott’s voters were detained. It further 
1 » > ’ 7 


ry} 
} 


appe are d, thoue 


assaults had been stated by the ion 
Member to have been slight, that Mr. 


Purdon died from the effects of the attack 
made upon him. He sup yposed the bon. 
Member woul f 1 the 
summary and wholesale wav in which h 
had dealt with the attack upon Lord John 
Scott, when the bulldog was set upon him 
and his clothes torn—an attack for which 
the hon. Member stated the justification 
] 


to be, that Lord John Scott’s servant had 


’ 


| dispo se of that case 1 


assaulted the people. He tot ly and en- 


tirely denied that the servant had - made 
any assault or attack upon the | ople 
On the whole, - was t sta of th 


town of Hawick in 1835, and at the last 
elect! ion, as in his opinion n to constitute a 
riot. But considerable importance had 
been attached to the circumstance of thi 
sending for the military, a circumstance 


which the hon. Member had treated as an | 
exeuse for the disturbances, and the hon. | 
Member for Cockermouth had quoted aj 


long correspondence to show, that all the 
assaults had arisen from ninety-five electors 


having had the audacity to claim the pro- | 


tection of the military at the last election. 
It was said, that they had been sent for to 


a 
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et up a sto7y ofa riot, Why, Lord John 


i ’ 
‘ ¢ rac . } oft . P 
scott was returned, and the story of 


would have gone to avoid the elec- 


tion, and therefore the bringing the mili 
ry there told exactly in the contrary way, 
i t} it for wh h } nN Vie 1 b rs Opposite 
had contend d. But it surely was not 
n ry for him to attempt to meet the 
issumnption that the Lord-Lieutenant, th 
sheriff, and all u ionaries, had en- 

in a deep-laid plot, bezginnine in 
1835, to lay the foundation, election after 
election, to s ire the attendance of the 
military, and thus influence the return. 
Po sup} ich could be the case was an 
ibsurdity th which he did not think it 
necessary to dea i hon. member op- 


posite had stated, that the attacks had 
| 


yeen confined to assaults upon non-resi- 


1 ) 
dent voters; bot what s the fact? 
, 

Why, that the majority of } s assaulted 

mess : 3 Penge ] ithin 

were persons resident In, and within seven 
} eer . , P 5 

miles of, the town of Hawick—they wer 


hte’ {- 


the objects of daily attack and inti 
~ } 1 
tion. \oain, the hon. Member had sg 
that the attacks had been merely to pun sh 
Is, ant 
‘I } 
viem vel 


a geek a a meee ee ae 
men who had changed thell Opinii 


edom of election, 


ty 
1 


4 7 
desired to preserve fi 
but was it freedom of election if a man 
ba ) ' a i 
might not vote as he pie iS¢ d —or if he 


that he should be the object of assault 


and attack? With respect to a change ot 
opinion, that was free to every man, and 
no man ought to be punished for so doing, 
As to the observations made upon the noht 
hon, Baronet, he would only say he should 
be proud to deserve such observations 
applied to hiraself. But how stood the facts ? 
The hon. Member had selected instances 
of assaults for a change of opinion, but 
he fi rgot to re fer to cases where there had 
been no change of opinion—cases in 
which the cause of attack was not left ¢t 


tis 


inference, but where it was distinctly stated 
that the votes they had riven were the cat 
of the treatment they received. He woul 
| supply the omicsion. There was the case of 
Mr. Berwick, who was mistaken for Donald 
Vaughan, a person it would seem who might 
be treate lin 

very much laboured at on the other side— 
namely, the depth and breadth of th 


anyway. One point had been 


water, and the precise height of the pre- 


| cipice down which the voters were thrown. 
| Wa 

| Was it to be borne that electors should be 
eehnachety taken naked throu rh the streets, 


‘ 


it necessary to discuss that point 





| 
{and cast down any precipice into any 
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water, and then excuse the act by saying 
the precipice was not so | to kill, or 


high as 
the water deep enough to drown? On the 
] 


question as to riot or no riot, be took th 
opinions of other authorit in preference 
to the hon. Member opposite, who might 
be regarded rather as a witness in A 
case, and he would place against th 
Member’s Opinion, that of the lea 
judges by whom the rioters had n tt 
and the resolution, declaratory of an ex- 
tensive riot having taken place, of the 
Committee itself by which this « 
petition had been trid De pit thre 
charges which had been made upon thi 
magistrates who had had the audacity, a: 
it had been called, to prevent people gomg 
into the street when they saw their liv 
were in danger, he ould only s y they 
had done no m than their duty VW 
respect to the conduct of the magistra 
in the hon. Member’s own interest, h 
should content himself by referrin \ 
to one statement, which the right ho 
Baronet had omitted to mention—a = 


.o gia 
ment which alone was suthcient to conviet 


Those magistrates 


them of inisconduct. 


had insisted upon the complete control of 


the town, and refused to divide the respon- 
sibility of maintaining the peace with th: 
county magistrates. 
charge upon themselves, and what had 
been their conduct? Why, Bailie Good- 
fellow, it appeared, had soothed down the 
mob by the promise of another day for the 
exercise of their riotous 
Such had been the conduct of this Hawick 
magistrate, who took upon himself the 
ungracious office of refusing the assistance 


They took the whole 
] 


proce edings. 


of the county magistrates. Was such 
conduct ever wneard of—did it not 
deserve the severest reprehe nsion. Such 


deserved the 
hon. Mem- 
oxburgh, and 


had 


conduct, he must i 

severest reprehension. ‘The 
ber for the county of R 

the hon. Member for Cockermouth, 
rested their case on an application for t 
military, signed previous to the election by 
ninety-five electors. The Members 
had both treated this application 
sufficient to justify the conduct of the in- 
habitants of Hawick. They said, that it 
showed a want of confidence in the mob, 
and therefore that the mob was fully 
justified in testifying their displeasure in 
the manner in which it had been evinced. 
Really this proposition was so new and 
singular in its nature, that he would not 
trouble the House with 


Say 


hon. 


any 


observations 
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Ju nit The | Mem f ‘ker- 

}mouth dwelt at a great leng nha 

| it which | ved th » O1 1 

It t ek se idy t ( u — 

] t 1 t f ny 5. 

| iti V1 to r tl yn, 

’ HH 1oted 

t I . \ ¥. © 

5 th { ‘ i al | { l f 

I P - ut re- 
juired to preserve the pu : 

V i { nae ! | ] it Was 

lou t n up | | Mem- 

HH itended, n there had 

luction of th With 

‘ w to influence the election —not that 
! h nh ictually lutre Li » tl 

: that if the military were asked 

| l st lent of 

Dal t e 3 t had 

lly 1 stationed at a distance of 

ty mi from Hawick, and the House 

1 observ t if t o i ine 

lucti of t military into the county 

h had en objected to They were 

vht at the close of the first day’s poll 

hin tl miles of Hawick, and the hon. 

ib I justitied th riots which h id OC=- 

d on the first day on the anticipated 
presence ol th milit iry on the second. 

| Mr. Elliot observed, that the troops 

I no brought near Hawick till the 

| close of the second day’s Pp yl. 


G. W.H pe said, that that made his 

case the strongest, and only proved more 

completely futile was the excuse. 

The hon. Gentleman in the of 

speech had passed over in a cursory man- 

ner the events of the first day, and had 
] 


L, F 
now 


cours¢ his 


: ; 2! 
ipplied himself to the events of the second. 
He did not analyze every hourand minute 


] 
de 


» first day, but he proce¢ 


d to prove, 
the second, 


that on there were 300 


constables stationed within six yards of the 
lling-booth, and that his noble brother 
1d other Members of his family rave 
ery countenance to the arrangements 


should be no 
‘ 


it were made, that there 


' i} 
IOSSIVIE 


» obstruction to the voters. ow, 

would ask, if the services of the hon. 

\iember and his family were of so much 

imp rtance the second day, how came it 
to pass, that they did not make thei 


nearance till a quarte r to four o’clock on 
the afternoon of the first day’s poll 


I 
n. Member took ereat credit to himself 


ind to the other members of his family 
but if they had the 
cd 


for quelling the riots ; 
power of putting an end to them, al 
E 6 
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were not there on the first day, when the V 
could have been there, what was to be 
inferred from their absence? Why, the | 
inference which had been — by the | 
learned counsel for the petitioners in the 
Roxburgh case was “* gross as a mountain 
Open, palpable’—that the work having 
been accomplished on the first day, and 
the Conservative voters having been sufh- 


ts 
Ly 


ciently intimidated, there was no necessi 
for further violence. The solution was 
so sin ple and 

ceived ‘hon. Gentlemen opposite quite 


Now a word with re- 


so obvious, that he per- 


concurred in it. 
Spect to thie pron sed protection of the 
Gentlemen 
opposite whether it was likely, that Lord 


‘ : , , 
y. Sec tt, hay mE experience d the day be- 


baillies. He would ask hon. 


fore of how little 
mised him by Baili 
he asked, to be supposed, that 
been once attacked and nearly killed, 

Major Napier said, that he never expec er 
to see him come out alive, Lord J. Scott 
would incur a similar danger on a similar 


guarantee ? 


W ils on Was—--Was It 


— 


stand why the protection which failed on | 


the first day should be sufficient on the 
second. Certainly, if he had been in the 
situation of Lord John Scott, when under 


the protection of the bailie, before he had | 


proceeded three yards from the coach, 
driven by the mob ina different direction, 
and glad to reach in safety a baker’s shop, 
instead of the inn whither he proposed to 
go, he should have said, that the protec- 
tion affurded him on the first day had 
failed. The hon. Member had _ referred 
particularly to the evidence of Mr. Barton, 
with the view of showing, that because Mr. 
Barton had persuaded some of his parish- 
ioners, most of them, he would observe, 
very old men, not to go to the poll, he 
was not to be believed on his oath. 
This inference was sought to be drawn 
in order to discredit the account which 
that rev. Gentleman had given of Ad- 
miral Elliott’s speech. But even if the 
alteration were adopted which the hon. 
Gentleman opposite wished, it would 
make no difference. There was another 
very singular ground of provocation 
which had been alleged, and that was 
the partial position of the polling-place. 
Now, in what did this partiality consist ? 
In es polling -pl ace being a little easier 
of access from the Conservative inn, or 
rather, in the distance being a little shorter 
from that inn than the other. Now, was 


avail the ] rote ction pro- | 
t, | likelihood of their non-recurrence would 
ae that persons of high station in the 


It seemed difficult to under- | 
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| it competent to hon, Members opposite to 
| come to that House and compl In, theirs 
being the dominant party in the town, the 
| bailies being on their side, and every one 
| of their voters sure of safety, that there 
was a partial distribution of the polling- 
places, because the Conservative voters 
had a possibility of access to one of them ? 
This excuse was, if possible, more hollow 
than the others which had been put for- 
ward. It was not his intention or wish 
to go into the conduct of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s family with a view to censure the 
past, but in one point of view—that of 
reference to the future—their conduct was 
very important. Admitting, that riots had 
taken place, he apprehended, that it was 
possible, that they might not occur again. 
But one of the first indications of the 


| county should take such a tone and hold 
| such language as would rather check than 
| encourage their repetition. But what had 
| the hon. Member and his family said 
throughout ?. ‘They had contended, that 
| there had been nothing improper in the 
| conduct of the people of Hawick. They had 
| denied it over and over again, and although 
|} at a distance, they no doubt with great 
| sincerity deplored the excesses which had 
| been committed ; yet on the spot they 
asserted, that they were mere election riots, 
told the mob, that they had received great 
provocation, and that it was no wonder, 
that they did what they did. Now was 
it to be expected, under such circum- 
stances, that the riots wonld not occur 
;again? hen, at a dinner given to the 
hon. John Elhott, on the 20th of October, 
by the bailies of Hawick, that gentleman, 
In proposing as a toast ‘** the non-electors 
of the county of Roxburgh,” said “ We 
have heard much of the riots at Hawick, 
but they were mere common election riots, 
and whatever did occur has been greatly 
exaggerated.” [Hear !] The hon. Mem- 
ber cheered, but the fact of the riots was 
admitted. On the same occasion Lord 
Melgund proposed the health of the 
bailies at Hawick, and eulogised the able 
manner in which they had preserved the 
peace of the town; and he maintained, 
i that no attempt had been made to break 
| the peace, notwithstanding the few torn 





| 
| 


‘clothes and duckinegs that had taken 
place. Now, when such language as this 
| was held by th e leaders and chiefs of that 

party in the county, could it be expected, 
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that the riots would not occur again, or, 
that the magistrates of Hawick would 
exert themselves to repress it, after being 
thanked for their able conduct in the 
preservation of the peace? It had been 
said, that it would be unjust to deprive 
Hawick of being a polling-place rath 


than Birmingham for mere election riots. | t 


{May 


| 
| 
| 


But he denied, that the outrages com- 


mitted at Hawick were mere election riots. 


In England he had often heard of Con- | 


servative voters being prevented from 
going to the poll, but here the voters wer 
maltreated after it, so, that there was cer- 
tainly some ground for the declaration 
which had been so skilfully drawn u 
that the votes could be taken. ‘The hon. 
Member said, that the mob was a quiet 


mob, but, that it was worked up to a state | 


of frenzy. But what said Major Napier? 
He said, that he never saw such a mob in 
his life, and, that it was perfectly manage- 
able, and obeyed implicitly the directions 
of its leaders. 
gular circumstance in this election, which 
had reference to the constables. In the 
whole course of the proceedings, th 
upwards of thirty Conservative voters 
were maltreated, not one of them received 
the assistance of any constable, and only 
One person was apprehended, and, that 
not by a town, but a county coustable 
who, for breaking the understanding 
which seemed to prevail among the con- 
stables, was treated like the voters, and 
thrown into the river. The hon. Gentle- 
inan opposite appeared to doubt the fact, 
but he would refer him to the question 
and answer numbered 3,664. The hon. 


There was another sin- 


Gentleman had stated, that the object of 


this motion was to make the House the 
factor of the Duke of Buccleuch. The 
hon. Member disclaimed that statement, 
and he was glad of it, but he certainly said, 
that its object was to punish the electors 
of Hawick because they were independent, 
and to take away their independence 
Now he wanted to know how their inde- 


a | 


9 Wa . f 
25% Debate. 


the polling place at Hawick, must ds pe nud 
1 } > 


un 1 general report. It was asked on the 
other side had these things been proved, 
how were the circumstances known? And 
tl hon G tien » (Mi hl t) had 
1 the sheritt for | ( a y n - 
iden use he had pres lon 

i } rit or thel Y riot 
i 284) n dd I t u ly AliV- 
V ki i a Bu ld 
that th . oy p ss I 

t out that district the country, 
tha p t of Scotland I 1 t S 

4 dl is ceful outrag s, that no 
» without fear and terror could go to 
the polling station at Hawick. Unless 
t | visiature, th fore, WI d to en- 
coura ch proceedings the only course 
to be adonte | \ Ss th oltion i his rl ht 


Mr. Elliott would offer one word in 
explal if He thoucht in tl observa 
itl ns which h had 1ddal l » tl 
| House, that he had taken the rreatest 

{ lud t] | SIDLAILY r its | or 

—rttr 1 to him, that he ha i that 

' ) | i b el ted he | | said in 

e| n { his I the Duke of Buc- 

i cleuch He t cht he had | ilarly 

or! ird d wainst it; but if | i il not 

}don he must | expre 1 | f 
in a manner which did not intend. He 

vould as the Hous howe - ie did 

In t say, th th li not b li \ things 
( I al be ' ist the noble 


i; Situation was s 


pendence could be injured by allowing | 


voters who did not live in Hawick to poll 
elsewhere. How the hon. Member made 
it out, that that struck at their inde- 
pendence, he could not discover. [i 
would now release the House from the 
trouble of hearing him. He would only 
make one general observation, and he did 
this from his own knowledge, it was this, 
— Questions of this kind, as to the secu- 
rity and possibility of going with safety to 


Duke. As the hon. Member had asked 
him a q estion with regard to the absence 
of the Earl of Minto and himself from th 
town of Hawick on the day of the poll- 
ing, he would answer it, and his answer 
was this—that the noble Earl had been 
willing to give his assistance to the bailies 


' + 


in keeping the peace, but he felt that bis 

u h as to make him too 
ready a mark for the misrepresentations of 
his opponents, and on that account he 


abstained from interfering. With refer- 


: 

;en ‘e to the absence of his family from the 
town, he would say, that in cons quence 
}of what had before occurred it was made 
| the ubject ofa S] cic complaint Y sf 
his brother, that be had been present at 





the election during the whole of the first 


d ry, and he had been compelled in answ 

to that charge actually to deny, that he 
1 
only express his sorrow, that he was not 
present, but his absence was necessary in 
a distant part of the county, 


7 


» . ! 2 \ = Me ‘ j 1 
was there. For his own part he coule 





er 
ee ee 


> 


eee <2 


Se tS 


Min eg OP aa aS 
7a. ae ke 


te 


ys 


Pee tet 


: 


ary, 


Se ee ae eae 


oe 


errr 


PAIRS Shee oe ttt 





=e 


 errese 


Ey 


Rivets to a ee 


hea 


< 


299 Roxburgh 


Mr. R. C. Fergusson felt himself called | committee. 
g | 


upon to make a few observations on this 
subject ; and he must, in the outsct, 
observe that the right hon. Baronet, in 
the statement which he had made to the 
House, had divided the subject into t 
heads. The first was, the limiting of the 
power of the magistrates in the town; 
and the second was, the conduct of the 
noble Lord in accepting the office of 
chairman of the committee. Now, if the 
House would attend to the documents 
which he proposed to read, he though! it 
would appear, that the course adopted 
by the learned Lord was that which 
alone it was in his power to take in pur- 
suance of his duty. It appeared, that 
there was a meeting in the July pre- 
vious to the election, between Mr. Ruth- 
erford, the sheriff, and the magistrates. 


wo 


the 


Mr. Rutherford was not a great friend to | 
| ting bimself to fall into these inaccuracies, 


the party which ultimately succeeded at 
the election, and he was not favourable 
to the candidate who was returned or his 
family. At the meeting a letter was agreed 
to, to be sent to the Lord-Advocate in 
reference to this subject, and which had 
been already alluded to. 
Gentleman read the letter and also the 
answer of the Lord-Advocate, which was 
to the effect, that the proper steps to se- 
cure the maintenance of the public peace 
must be taken by the local magistrates. | 
It was clear, that it appeared to the 
learned Lord, as it also appeared to the 
sheriff himself, and to the justices, that 
this course was the best, and therefore 
the learned Lord had acted with full pro- 
priety. Then, the second objection was, 
that the learned Lord had acted as chair- 
man of the committee; but he did not 
think, that this subject was material, and 
in expressing this opinion he must say, 
that he thought, that a great deal of 
matter had been introduced into the 
debate which was quite irrelevant. The 
Lord-Advocate, took the chair of the 
committee, but under what circumstances. 
The learned Lord was a Member of this 
House, and was bound to attend the 
ballot for the committee, and to answer 
to his name in the event of his being 
called ; and if those of the opposite party 
had that good opinion of him, which, 
indeed they had good reason to have, and 
believed him to be, as he was, a man of 
honesty and integrity, why should they 
strike him off the list ; and why should he 
not be allowed to be a member of the 
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[The rioht hon, | 
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did not see any reason 
which could aflect a person of his station, 
and prevent him, from being a member of 
that committee. Now the next question 
was, should he have refused to accept the 
office of chairman of the committee? It 
appeared to him, that it would have been 
an insult, and it would have involved a 
want of respect to the committee, as well 
as to the House, if he had declined to 
accept that situation; and it would have 
been condemning himself, and holding 


Ele clion— 
i le 
,{ 
ti 


| himself up to the detestation of the people 


of this country, if he had done so, and he 
would in eflect have admitted, that he 
had been guilty of the acts alleged against 
him. The right hon. Baronet opposite, in 
the statement which he had made to the 

had fi errors, but 
he must say, that he was in general most 
accurate 3 but he believed, that in permit- 


1? “s . 
ullien into some 


he had done what was not unusual in an 
advocate, and he would observe, that the 


iright hon. Baronet had taken upon him- 
| self to act very much in that character, a 


fault which was but too common with 
hon. Gentlemen, on both sides of the 
House. ‘There was an eagerness in the 
right hon. Baronet, however, which was 
peculiarly observable, and he had stated, 
that the committee, in the decision which 
they delivered in this case, had come toa 
wrong conclusion, and contended, that it 
was most extraordinary, that they would 
not receive evidence of acts antecedent to 
the polling, and of cousultations which 
exhibited a predetermination, to pursue 
the course ultimately adopted at the elec- 
tion. But if the committee had done what 
was suggested, they would have done, 
that which they were not only not called on 
to do, but which was beside the question 
at issue. The facts for them to inquire 
into, were the circumstances which oc- 
curred at the election, and it was for them 
to decide whether the election was void or 
not. Supposing there had been 100 
plots at work before the election, would 
it be contended, that they must all be 
inquired into? Supposing, that what was 
alleged was true, could it be said, that it 
was a subject of a nature to be inquired 
into by the committee? It was those 
things which had been done at the elec- 
tion, the fact of whether the polling had 
been obstructed, and whether the electors 
had been intimidated by the violence of 
the mob, which they were to inquire into, 
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and decide upon, and it could hot Hy WW f voters pins to ti " il 
contended for one moment, that it was of | t to time: I do not kn manv.— 
the least import ince how those acts ori- | Wei se people 

ginated, or what gave rise to the tearing} Inn to t poll [ 

off the shirt of one 
of another. All he could s Ly was, { for a committ vould be anxious that t 


those acts had been comm lt as it was is s 1 go on; but Mr. Elli ind 


voter, or th du Kin Ih S wh \ I d S JUS nak 


alleged, th partie: had been guilty of sf! is must surely b en us 
nost gross conspiracy. But these mat- it the poll should t mpeded, as 


ters were not to be Invest ited by the had a clear ma [ voter 


committee, because, if they were, it might | Hawick, | he was at 1 ' 
be as well contended, that ¢ ui 5 or] Ba ‘ 
should have extended back to 1 the Hou 

tions of 1832, or 18°25 It w Bf yu t Ha 


it was the duty of the committee to tug } takin ' ct Hart ; Th 
into all the beatings which had b \ \ havine f | bhim and 


| ‘ +} } t } ‘ 
to the vote! | ve ducki rs altel , al r hon. Ger lan no- 


polling had taken place; but he con- | site comy 1, that that Lord did 
tended, that ail these things had noth 10t motil t p c 
to do with it, and it was to the intimida 3 OV t was ced why he did 
tion of the voters alone that they mu SOO nd { imult, 


“pate: at 
look, in order to see whether th ne 
] ‘ ) } l¢ +] ‘ I 

obstructed in going to the pol ! : tl The t 


1 4 < ‘ ! 1 ‘ ’ ’ 
said, too, t Lord J S( himself | u ' 3, f Lord M 
was intimidated; but on th int he was | to ; a cabinet wl 
. . . ¢ ] ‘ 
prepared to contend al t } rol ! in I ' t his 
i i 7 
cal . i } ary } | t ++ . + } 
CORnCINSION Nad Veen aliriy i '. iT) ( sf : U a t i mit i ely 
chiefly alluded to, was that of a vote id, it I lint id- 
} . } 1 
who admitted that } Was a nervous man, | ¢ ea moo, and it sh i = 


and was deterred from going to the poll! lected, that t yssembls 3; cal the 


] 
Mh. ¢ Msequence ot t 1 . oon th ! ) vy ft tl 5 — 

person would not have or LO any lec- | \ | th q IODS., t was, however, 
tion on the same grounds, and would b lmitted that nobody heard it that 
equally deterred at the Mary-le-bon Lord id. It was also asserted, 
election is at that at Hawt k. As for t { \ { | i - S- 
attack on Lord John Scott, it ay ' des mob. 


was altovetl i i | | it | d 

the arms of t b we t ( 

id the ( Va W SO £1 if 1 P 

sently afterwards hi sala, that [ t { ; a i 
them took up a handful of mud lth tide of SUCK Mw , S 


it at a person standing next to Lord Joh candidate, h ted 
Scott. That nobl Lord in h VIG t 

; ‘ 

also said, that he vot trom the Lil ¢ 


through ¢ 


ve midst of the mob into aj} the tors lL non-ele ; invi- 
baker’s shop; and that afterwards a lane} tation; and w therefore, should 
was made through the mob for him to] blame tl ilant Admiral 
proceed to his lodging. He denied, that ivited thie « t nd oO ; to att 
there was any evidence to show, that] t yl next day. He had often 
Lord John was prevented voting, in con-| wished, that | could stat L 
sequence of any intimida In his] 

cross-examinatien, that noble Lord was | ume ti he had 

asked —*I ask you if, during the whole | to keep within limits, ar d not | | 
of that time, you do not know, th t| those facts which he could s pport by 
dozens of voters were going up and voting | ev if did cl re 
for Mr Scott? I dare say there were | st Lord Minto am t { y 
dozens, 24.—I ask you whether th Pott, « of the witness und t vent 
were not dozens? 
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the presence and iddress of Lord Minto, 
that the peace of the town was preserved. 
*“ Have you any doubt, | 


} + 


be . 1 
was derived from the at- | 


He was asked, 
that advantage 
tendance of Lord Minto in appeasing the 
people? Sir! Lord Minto attended at 
the inn in Flaw yess; i Saw him 
there on the second 


doubt, that is Interference Was USel iW oin 


was justified in adopting 


disfranchisement, by removing the polling | 


pla e from HTlawick. Certainly no « 
had been made out t ustain 
of the right hon Gentleman. He though 
that the riots were disgraceful, and they 
had most properly been | yuoht un 
the cornizancs { t ( rt 


and they richl aeserved A Le | Mish 


' at ’ + 5 { 
howe vCT,. i mat a i Via jus 


been committed. 





had 

at Wakefield, where lives were lost, This 
was also tl hey 
would find more atrocious acts elsewhere, 
but he admitted not more blam ible con- 


‘ : : : . 
duct, for indignities sucn as those inflicted 


| 1 ] P ‘ ‘ és: \ 
it riawickK feit a I { ttel 1o” NO 
] ] } 1 
‘ ipt had | n made to ( th 
an i'n } ’ \ te? ] 
poi y | ices ron) .< I ’ tt ub, 
<7] ’ : 
Vi cefield, Cat , O! r pia S Wi ( 
. 1 1 1 
I sat ¢ ‘Lion bad ocecurred—nothing 


of the kind had been done until this case 


a ; eteas a 
came into t hands oOFf the fis ht he n. 
' : gee : 
Baronet, and indeed he believed, that it 
was never dreamt of, til the present 
motion was proposed. fhe law was 
ah PERE na ae 1 ] se distur] 

strong enou 1 tO put ( n these aisturd- 
ances, Those who had been guilty of 
, ats . : 

them had been punished in such a way 


as he hope d would deter them from being 
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i (the Member for Pembroke). 


| 
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guilty of similar conduct for the future. 
He trusted, in the observations that he 
had made, he had abstained from making 
offensive personal allusions, and he also 
hoped, that the right hon. Baronet would 
not have more than a very small minority 
to support his motion. 

Sir G, Clerk expressed his great satis- 
faction at the concluding remarks of the 
right hon. Gentleman (Mr. C. Fergusson), 
Who iS an exception to the party who 
had spoken at his (tl 
ic House, and had not attempted to 
palliate the atrocities committed at Hawick. 
It was impossible that a Gentleman pos- 
sessing so much uprightness of mind could 


have arrayed on hissidea series of fallacies 


to induce the House to turn into ridicule 


ind jest, crimes that would disgrace any 


ivilized nation. He thought, however, 
that the justification of the election com- 
ittee was uncalled for, as their decision 


lwas not at all impugned by any remarks 


] 


that had fallen from the right hon, Baronet 
The facts 
to be considered were, that a grievous 
obstruction to voters took place at Hawick, 
ind gross atrocity had been committed. 
sudden ebullition—it was not 
ollision between parties, 
but a preconcerted conspiracy on one 

The opposing party had given no 
provocation—they did not display banners 
—they offered no indignity —but they 
were treated by the mob with the most 
gross cowardice and brutality. These 
ere not novel crimes in Hawick. In 
1832 similar outrages were committed, 
and in 1855 the mob, encouraged by im- 
punity, repeated their offences. On that 
oceasion the sheriif felt himsclf bound to 


read the Riot Act after various acts of 


violence had been perpetrated; and how 
was he treated? He was seized by the 
mob and made a ‘**cock-shy” in the 
church-yard, where several stones were 
thrown at him, [laughter P Hon. Mem- 
bers may laugh; the hon. Member for 
Roxburghshire treated the affair with 
ridicule last night, but the right hon. the 
Lor rate did not think it a venial 
offence to have snow-balls thrown at 
arties of rather small «station in life. 


—_ 
< 


P 
Last winter some lads of the college of 
|: 


.dinburgh commenced snow-balling the 
passcrs-by—they never thought of making 
a cock-shy of the Lord Provost—when 
the local magistrates were requested to 
send immediately for the troops. Hon, 


(the Ministerial) side of 
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Gentlemen opposite condemned the intro- | 
} 
! 
| 


Adjourned 


duction of the military even when a riot | 





25 
} 


t 
§ 
but could the 1 
any proceedings 


izht hon, 
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Gentleman show 
Westminster similar or 


occurs, but on this occasion the troops were | at all to be compared in respect to violence 
brought out to check the snow-balling pro- } with what took place at Ha Nay, 
pensity ofthese young men. Subsequently | more, he would ask ny hon. “Ge ntleman 
the Lord Advoc ale ei tituted a Crown | p t ether t any electi i Bae. 
prosecution against the youths, d puty | land they had ever n heard of any- 
advocates were brought into requis ni, naz so coldblooded and brutal as the 
but the entire affair, notwithstanding its dings at Hawick That was the 
pomp, only excited the cont ipl a l ch the House had to consid e 
scorn of the people of Edinburgh If t iif no similar proceedings had taken 
hon. Me mber for Roxburghshire 1 0 other inst e, and if it could 
light of the treatment and indignity in is it had been, that those pro- 
ficted on the sherifl by the mob, what rg tel ind ntinued 
must he think of this suowball prosecution e] el-ction. surely it became 
by the Crown? He did not wish im- ( to provide a remedy for an evil 
pute any blame to the magistrates or con- | of su y and growing magnitude. 
stabulary of Hawick, but how great must |} The course which had been pursued at 
have been the violence of the mob when} Hawick was without a remedy if the Legis- 
all the efforts of the local authoritics to | lat lid not interfere. That was a fact 
check it had failed? The outrages in-} which had been admitted by the right 
flicted at Hawick on Conservative voters! hon, the Ju Advocate, That right 
had been designated by the high Court | hon. Gentler had contended tl there 
f Justiciary, as most disgraceful and un- | had b ill-usage of the electors 
provoked, The Cons servatives wished to} previous to poll und that any violence 
give their votes quietly, and requested the | to which they ubjected a having 
indulgence of being allowed to retreat by | poll ould n invalidate the election. 
the passage they had entered; but this | Ne t le Hawick s d to 
was refused, and the consequei va ive been aware of this state of the law, 
that they were treated with th test have l upon that sean i 
indignity. The Conservatives of that | H uld not fail to perceive 
neighbourhood had hitherto conducted it nz coincidence between 
themselves peaceably, and with L{ the opinion of right hon. and learned 
temper, but sturdy rnd idep nd {iG 1 ¢ ind conduct of 
yeomen are not likely again to submit peopl Hawick It was said that 
passively to a repetition of such violence. | there was 1 bstruction in the way of the 
The right hon. Gentleman (Mr. C. Fer- | electors going to the poll, and much in- 
gusson) had said that there was no pre-} genuity had been exerted to obtain evi- 
cedent for changing polling places. He | dence to that effect. The hon. Member 
was in error, for by the Reform Act such }; for Roxburgh, went to the sheriff, and en- 
change could take place on the recom- | deavoured to obtain from him a certificate 
mendation of the magistrates at the quarter | to the effect that there had been no ob- 
sessions. It had been atte nasa to show | struction in the way of the electors coming 
that the proceedings at Hawick, at the | to the poll d from the evidence it was 
last election, were nothing but common | clear that t Member was very pa 
election riots, similar to those which were | ticul: to the terms in which that cere 
of common occurrence in England, and | tifie: should be couched. {nd what 
the case of Westminster had been par- | did h stain from the sheriff? Not all 
ticularly cited. But did they ever hear | he wished; but the certificate was suffi- 
that even in Westminstet the pollir Oo | ( nt for! purpose, as it testified that, ac- 
booths had been beset by an infuriated | cording to the law, as laid down by the right 
populace, that the mob had stripp d the | hon. and learned Gentleman opposite, the 
electors of their clothes, driven them | proceedings had not been such as to des- 
through the streets in that state, and | troy the validity of the return. The people 
plunged them afterwards into the adj ining | seemed to be aware that, if they committed 
river? The right hon. the President of | no violence before the electors polled, they 
the Board of Control might recolles t | mi ht afterwards strip them naked and 
when the mud-bespattered Whigs were | drag them through the town without in- 
pelted through the streets of Westminster, | validating the election. But did not such 
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proceedings have the effect of intimidating 
others from going to the po 


1] 
} 


|: and were 


not the people aware of that fact? Was | 


] 


} 
the elec- 


it not their object to intimidate 


tors from coming to the poll by the vio- | 
| taken one, for Colonel M‘Donald and hi 


lence which they exhibited to those who 
had polled? Such certainly appeared to 
have been their aim, and they succeeded 
in their object. But what did all that 
prove? Why it cle rly showed that the 
riots at Hawick were not mere popular 
ebullitions, but that the proceedings were 
premeditated, ind that they were regula- 


1 Pe | ‘ ] ’ 
ted so as to be restrained within the limit 


of the law, but so as to produce sufficien 
intimidation to prevent the electors trom 
going to the p il. = Aff hei 
given, then the electors were assailed, and 
the effect of that proceedin: 
vent others from polling. A creat deal 
had been said in regard to those Gentle- 
men who had been confined in the Tower- 
inn, and it had been asse:ted, that then 
remaining there, was merely a pretext to 
obtain the presence of the military. The 
hon. Member for Cockermouth said, that 
there had bes and that 
the military had been called in, and that, 


; aie 
n riots at Cartisie, 


notwithstanding such had been the case, 
no attempt had ever been made to remove 
the polling booth from Carlisle. But there 
was no comparison between the cases. 
Carlisle was a garrison town, and larg 
bodies of troops were always stationed 
there. 
nor had any been introduced during the 
days of polling. [t was true that on the 
can 


. } . 7 } ll; . j 
second day aiter t , poling Lord LOAN, 


There were no troops in Hawick, 


on hearing that there were a number of 
gentleman confined to the Tower inn, who 
were in danger of their lives, marched the 
troops into Hawick, but there were no 
soldiers in that place during the election. 
Even when they did enter on the second 
day they only remained for a short time, 
for,on a representation made to theircom- 
mander, they were withdrawn beyond thi 
limits of the town. But toshow what was 
the state of Hawick even at that time he 
need only state, that while the military 
were drawn up in front of the Towei inn 
one gentleman, the rev. Mr. Burton, at- 
tempted to escape, when his carriage, 
even in the presence of the military, was 
violently attacked. It was also s id, that 
it was a mere pretext in stating that Lord 


John Scott was in danger. Butsuch was 


undoubtedly the fact, although the mili- 
tary remained out of the town till Lord 
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| John Seott reported to Lord Lothian that 
all the electors had left the Tower, and 
that he himself was the only person 

maining i 


\ ° Wh ‘ 
in the inn. ‘That statement ot! 
: 

Lord vO SCO ve was, 


however, a mis 


son still remained, because there was no 
possibility of obiaining any sort of con- 
veyance. Their intention was, to have 
> by the mail coach, but what did thi 


il } . } 
landlord say in regard to such a proposal ? 


He sani that every evening when the mail 
rived, there were persons in waiting te 
see who departed with the coach, and 
stated it as his firm conviction, that if th 
Coionel and his son attempted to leave at 
that hour in the morning, their lives would 
be in dan F. Ile further said, that he 


would endeavour to procure a conveyance 


. 2 4 ! ° ’ ! 
for him at night, and at eight o'clock a 
carriage WaS ac ordingly procured, in 


ce Ne | ‘ Big, ass, ] oe aioe Soke te w 
which the Colonel and his son left the town. 


Before leaving, the Colonel was asked t 


; - Sinners « ] had hee: 
take with him a person who had been 
| ere } —_ ae ) ae ] s . 
threatened, in order to atlord him protec- 
" 


tion. That person 


ri was accordingly laid 
in the bottom of the coach, which then 
| drove off. Now he would ask, after these 
| circumstances had been stated, whether 
| there was not good ground for alarm. 
| hey were told, also, that the proposed 
remedy was also a mer pretext, and that 
ie not only voted, 
but returned to the inn after voting with- 
out molestation. But what were thi 


reunmstances under which that elector 





|the elector Maconochi 


voted 2 He was the intimate Friend oi 
Admiral Eiliot, and the post-boy wh« 
drove him into the town wore the colours 
of the Elliot party, and it was under th 
protection of Admiral Elliot, that he was 
enabled to vote and toreach the Tower in 
' Hehad purpos ly avoided saying 
anything which might be offensive to any 
of the parties concerned in those tra 

actions, but he could not he Ip regretting 
that Lord Minto did not refrain from 
taking any part in the proceedings. It 
was unnecessary for him to have done so 
as amagistrate, and he was sure that the 
noble Lord would look back with regret, 
that he should have been at all mixed up 
|in the matter. If such conduct had been 
|manifested by a ‘Tory First Lord of the 
Admiralty, he knew with what shouts th 
description of that conduct would have 
been greeted. He had endeavoured to 
show the continuity ofthe riots in Hawick, 


4 


from 1832 to 1837, and he felt per- 


in safety. 
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suaded, that the only remedy for sucl 
state of things was ; 
therefore, called upon the House to appl 


that remedy, and to substitute some oth 


| “BEL rT 
ilegisiative one. He 


place for Hawick as a polli lac { 
the Roxburgh elections. By such a cor 
no one was deprived of the elective fran 


chise, and they would ( 
of all parties to exercise that  privil 
which had been conferred upon them. A 
the law stood there was no remedy for suel 
proceedings as had tal ’ | 
That such was the fact had been admitt 


by the Judge-Ady te 

the infliction of a more severe pu 

than had been awarded to tl 

been engaced in the riots of Has kK ast 


only remedy forthe evil. But their ol 
was to prevent the necessity of punis! 

and to afford protection to 
The sole object of th Dili Was,to ter t] 


polling places, and he did t 

liament would not hesitate to ap; th 

remedy to so great and growing an evil 
The Lord Advocate could | 

the House on the present occasion, without 

expressing the sense he entertained of t 


kindness the right hon. Gentleman 


manifested towards him, both in the man- 
ner in which he had alluded to him t} 
course of his speech, and in bringing fo 
ward every charge that could by possibilits 


be | ae ary Py : 
ye Drought azvainst him. for, standing in 


the situation in which he did, he must fee] 


grateful for the kin 
guage of the richt hon. Gent! 

should be sorry if any part of his conduet 
in rezard to this bu 
in this House, the most rigid examina 
if, in any respect, it had been su 
deserve their reprobation. He stood hei 
however, without 

ness of having, throughout these proceed- 
ings, been actuated by 

that of a desire to preserve the peace of 
the country, and that this should be don 
by constitutional means. The right hon. 


' ? ‘ 
the slichte: ( C101 


any fi lir 


\ 


Gentleman had suggested—which he was 
kindly pleased to say he did with much 


pain—that possibly be had been actuated 


by party feelings, in his reply to the re- 
quisition. He desired that the wh 
that document might be read. Though 
was written at a moment when he could 
not foresee the events which | 

taken place, if there was one syl 
from which that 
drawn, he should feel himself indebted to 
the right hon. Gentleman for 


ad since 
= : 
Syliavie | 


conclusion could be 


rine r 
bi ng ns It 
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assistance of a military force, in addition to 
the ordinary police of the district, the presence 
of which, the memorialists confidently believe, 
would have the effect of repressing violence, 
protecting property, and of enabling the me- 
morialists, and their fellow-electors, to exercise 
their franchise according to their consciences, 
untrammelled by threats and acts of violence, 
and in possession of that freedom of action, 
the enjoyment of which is the privilege of every 
elector.” 


What was it that they desired? The 
presence of military in the county. He 
was again asked by ‘the sheriff to concur in 
the propricty of having milit: ary . Den- 


holm, between the two polling places of 


Jedburgh and Hawick. He asked whether 
that was an application which he, in the 
discharge of his duty, ought to have im- 
plicitly “yielded to; yet if he had done 
wrong, if he had acted from party feeling, 


it was because (according to the statement | 
duce the military ? 


of the right hon. Gentleman) he did not 


{COMMONS} 


earnestly crave your Lordship to obtain the 





immediately agree to the requisition sent | 


to him demanding the presence of the 
military [‘* No, no /” from Sir J. Graham. | 
It was not? Then in what respect had he 
been wrong? In what respect had he 
been guilty of partiality ? 
displ: ryed his party feeling? Let his con- 
duct be thor yughly examined ; 
word he had said or writte upon the 
occasion be narrowly scann “g and then 
Jet any man say in what respect he had 
been wrong. 
receipt of the requisition? In the first 
place, he asked the requisitionists, “* Upon 
what ground do you make these state- 
ments 2” 


of the civil force in the district ; and what 


means have been used by the sheriff and | 


” 


the magistracy to render it effective ? 
Holding the situation that he did, was 
there any impropriety in his putting those 
questions to the sheriff? On the contrary, 
was it not very extraordinary that = 
sheriff, in applying for the presence of 

military force, should have given him no in- 
formation upon those points? Was it in- 
consistent with the sheriff’s duty, or with 
the duty of the magistrates, that they should 
give him the fullest information as to the 


extent and strength of the civil force before | 


they required him to sanction the presence 
of the military ? But they did not do so, and 
therefore it w ‘as,that he demanded answers 
from them upon that point, before he gave 
a positive reply to their requisition. Was 
there anything blameable in that? Yet, 


lation from the magistrates of 


How had he| 


let eve ry | 


What did he do upon the | 


And next, ‘* What is the state | 


| 


| 
| 
| 
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if he understood his right hon. Friend’s 
statement correctly, it was that part of his 
(the Lord Advocate’s) conduct which, he 
thought, indicated the influence of par- 
tiality and party feeling. Upon the re- 
ceipt of the requisition he (the Lord Ad- 
vocate) wrote to the sheriff in these terms, 
expressing a wish to know whether he 
(the sheriff) had bad any communication 
with the magistrates of Hawick upon the 


subject, and whether they were also of 


opinion that it would be necessary to have 


a inilitary force to preserve the peace of 


the town? And he further requested 
that the sheriff would immediately com- 
municate with him upon the subject, and 
report what measures had been taken to 
preserve the peace. Was there anything 
of party feeling in that ? 
the utmost importance that he should be 
in possession of the opinion of the local 
magistrates before he consented to intro- 
Yet it was because 
he had directed the sheriffto obtain inform- 
Hawick 
that he was arraigned by his right hon. 
Friend. He had no doubt his right hon. 
Friend, who had employed many kind 
expressions towards him (the Lord Advo- 
cate), acted from a strict sense of duty 
when he brought it forward as a charge 
against him, that he had acted from party 
feeling when he desired to be made ac- 
quaiuted with the views 
the local magistrates. But if that were 
party conduct—if that were partiality in 
a person at the —— of the law, it was a 
partiality which he now declared it was 
his intention to be guilty of at every fu- 
ture election. At the application of a 
sheriff, founded upon the representations 


| of certain persons who said that they 


looked upon the presence of the military 
for the preservation of tranquillity, he 
should never be deterred from requesting 
the sheriff to perform that part of his duty 
which consisted in ascertaining through 
the best channels of information, namely, 
the local authorities, what was the state 
of the country, and what the extent and 
character of the means which m'ght be 
employed to preserve the peace of the dis- 
trict. Yet that was what he understood 
to be the ground of charge against him. 
If there were any other ground it must be 
in some subsequent part of the corre- 
spondence which had taken place between 
him and the sheriff, but as it had not been 
printed he confessed he was at a loss to 


Was it not of 
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know where to find it. In looking over 


the letters which passed between the she- | 
riff and the magistrates of Hawick he | 
could not see the smallest ground for im 
puting any bad or improper feeling to th 
Jatter or anything that rendered them un- | 
worthy the respect and confidence of the 
sheriff. The sheriff, indeed, appeared to 
entertain a feeling of respect and confi 
dence towards them himself; and up t 
the present moment he (the Lord Advo- 
cate) saw nothing whatever either in th 


evidence or in the statement which had 
been made to show that they were insin- 
cere In the desire to tuke the best meat 
in their power to preserve the pea Tl 


letter addressed by him to the sheriff, 


which he had already adverted, was dated 
on the 28th of July. On the 29th the 
correspondence between the sheriff and the 


magistrates took place, and on the 3lst 
of July the sheriff wrote him (the Lord 
Advocate) a letter which he received at a 
very early hour on the Ist of August. 
That letter was in these terms: 


“My Lord,—-With reference to the commv- | 
nication [ made to your Lordship yesterday, I 
have now to inform your Lordship that I have | 
this day had the conference therein mentioned, 
the result of which your Lordship will learn | 
from the inclosed copy of the minute of} 
meeting. 

“T have only further to request your Lord- | 
ship will be pleased to favour me with you 
instructions, and especially to state, whether 
you authorise me to devolve the whole respon- 
sibility of keeping the peace upon the magis- 
trates, and also the power of calling in and 
directing the military, and also whether your 
Lordship approves of the military being sta- | 
tioned at St. Boswell’s instead of Denholm. 

“IT send this by an express, who will wai 
your Lordship’s answer.—I have the honour 
to be, &c. 

“Wrrrtram Oniver RutHerrorp. 


“ TTawick, July 31.” 


He had already stated, that he received 
that letter at a very early hour on th 
of August. He observed, that his answer 
to it was dated at seven o’clock the samé 
morning. It was in these terms :— 


lst 


“¢ Sir,—-I have had the honour of receiving 
your letter of the 31st of July, and the minute 
ofa meeting held at Hawick by you and her 
Majesty’s justices of peace for t | 
Hawick, with the chief magistrate 
inhabitants of the town of Hawicl 

‘I approve of the minute which you hav 
sent me, and authorise you to devolve the 
sponsibility of keeping the peace at Hawick | 
on the magistrates of that town, as there pro- | 


re- 
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pos 1, and that the military should be sta- 
’s instead of Denholm. 
‘J beg to acknowledge that I have also 
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“{ request, therefore, tliat your Lordship 
or the troop of cavalry to 
proces 1 from Earlston to St. Boswell’s. and 


| there wait for any orders which the com- 
| manding officer may receive from the sheriff 


or the chief magistrate of Hawick.—I am, &e. 
“ Joun A. Murray: 


in what part of those ar- 
rangements there was any ground for a 


} 9e of nartialhty iF t} first inct . 
Mary ty lla ity. 1b tHe NESt INS ince, 


le certainly felt very great apprehension 
from the desire which was expressed to 
have the presence of military inthe county; 
larm from the circumstance 
Of its beins « nsid red that th presence 
of the military would be the best means of 


establishi: oO { anquillity : because, from all 
his experience of such matters, he believed 
that the appearance of the soldiery at elec- 
lions, was the surest source of outrazve and 
mischief. Was he wrong, therefore, in 
rivinge a caution to the sheriff, and tothe 


magistrates? Was he wrong in stating, 
in the first place, that he hought the 
troops ought to be sent into the neigh- 
bouring country; and, in the second place, 
In giving a caution to the magistrates that 
they should consider well before they 
brought forward the milit ry, except in a 


+ 


case of the most urgent necessity? Was 


. 
t 


| that the passage of the correspondence to 


ronet referred, 

| 1e partiality of 
iis conduct? Ina letter written prior to 
any of those to which he had called the 


1, ‘ ] | 
il night hon, | 
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attention of the House, he ex;ressed him- 
self to the sheriff in these terms:—— 

“ T cannot conclude without serving that 
the interference ot military at ¢ etions 18 Une 
constitutional, and that I have been informed 


i 
’ 


} 4] rod } they nce 
WY pei ons Wortny : < Ait. U8 i presence 
of military at the last election in Hawick 
had a tendency to produce irritation, which, 
P pubis R : es — rs to NreEsery 
lI propet means had | } a } i } 
: ae eerae gt nae | 
peace and order, would 1 ve existed. 
| 
am for these re vers t 
military being sent to Hawick; but you 
have stated on your own responsibility, and 
that of the othe justices, that there 1s a neces- 
sity for them, [ hav been with the com- 
mander-in-chief to-day, and a troop of hors 
will be at Earlston on Monday, and if you 
ee ; : 
shall see occasion for the ti yp I edaing 
4 ; “eas 
Denholm, they will do so on your application 
to the commanding officer.” 
N a i : 
Now, he asked what there was in any 


one part of the vhole of this corre Sp nde 
ence that showed the smallest degree of 
partiality or party feeling on his sid 

] : 7 1,4 t 


His right hon. Friend had brought for- 


vard a charge against him; t him pursue 


it to the utmost—let him show upon what 
foundation it rested. At present, he could 
not see the shadow of a pretence for the 


charge that he had been guilty of par- 
iality, or that he had been influenced by 
party feeling. What had been the reso- 
lutions of the House, and what the con- 
sequence of introducing the military upon 
various occasions at elections’? ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman opposite, who had spoken 
in the course of the debate that evening, 
said, he had no doubt that it was uncon- 
stitutional to introduce the military with- 
out necessity, in order to influence elec- 
tions. He said, that that was not held to 
be the rule of constitutional law by that 
House. The rule of law held by that 


House was, that the military were not 


’ 


inerely not to be brought forward to influ- 


] ‘ ] 
ence elections, Lut that tuey were not to 
be brouvht forwar 1 even in case of riot 


and disturbance, unless there were an 
overwhelming necessity. That was the 
ule of the law held by th 
e went further, and said, that the intro- 
duction of military, io eases where there 


I House; but 
hi 


had been riot and disturbance at elections, 


instead of repairing or suppressing the 
mischief, had been pre ductive of the very 


worst consequences. The right hon. Ba- 
ronet seemed to say, this was referring to 
old buoks and former reports; but he was 
referring to a source of information (the 


coNstitutional law laid down by that 
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House) which ought never to be lost sight 
of. He maintained, that neither the ma- 
gistracy nor the country could be safe, 
unless they knew the grounds upon which 
alone they were entitled to call in the 
military at elections. The first instance 

] 

i 


in which the rule of law was laid down by 
the House was in the case of the West- 
minster election in 1741, where, according 
to ‘Tindal, there were riots so serious as to 
induce the magistrates to call in the mili- 
tary. Ile believe d, that the magistrates 
then and since had been too desirous for 
the introduction of the military. This 

particularly the case in 
Scotland. He believed there had never 
been a commander-in-chief in Scotland 


was, perhaps, 


who had not been annoyed with repeated 
ications from the magistrates for the 


troduction of the military at elections. 
l'o such an extent was this carried at the 
last general election, that Lord Greenock 
had actually issued an order complaining 
of the applications which had been made 
tohim. If he had approved of the appli- 
cation which was madeto him, and if he 
had assented to it and allowed the intro- 
duction of the military, should he not have 
set a dangerous precedent—should he not 
have acted in detiance of the resolutions 
of that House, which declared, that the 
military should never be called in at elec- 
tions, except in cases of the most extreme 
necessity. Should he not have acted in 
direct opposition to the opinion expressed 
by the venerable Speaker who in 1741 
delivered the reprimand of the House to 
the magistrates who in that year had 
called in the miiitary at the Westminster 
election. He did not wish to diminish 
or to palliate one part or particle of the 
evil done at Hawick at the late election. 
Sut he maintained, that the disturbances 
which took place were not of a kind to 
warrant the introduction of the military. 
At the Westminster election in 1741 the 
riots were so serious as, in the opinion of 
many observers, to justify the presence of 
the military, and they were accordingly 
duced ; but what was the consequence 
to the magistrates? They were ordered 


intr 
into custody—they were desired to be 
brought to the bar of that House, and 
the Speaker addressed them in terms 
which had again and again been brought 
under the view of the House, but which 
seemed to have been forgotten upon the pre- 
sent occasion. He said, forgetten upon the 
present occasion, because, whilst the right 
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a very serious riot at Carlisle at the elect- 
ion in that year. It was stated by a right 
hon. Gentleman, whom he did not then 
see in the House, that many severe in- 
juries were inflicted; and Sir Philip Mus- 
grave, Lord Lowther, and Mr. Beckett, 
now Sir John Beckett, stated before the 
Committee that many men were knocked 
down, and that several had their legs 
broken. He did not believe that the ex- 
cesses at Hawick had been of so violent a 
nature as those which took place at Car- 
lisle in 1820. The reht hon. Baronet 


said, that the excesses at Hawick were of | 


a kind peculiar to Scotland, and thence 
he would have it inferred that they were 
of an aggravated nature. Ile could only 


ay, that an hon. Friend of his at one of 


the Westminster elections had been sub 


jected, in a street not far from that House, 
| 


to a species of assault which he would | 


not describe ; and this, at least, he hoped, 
that the right hon. Baronet would not 
accuse him of partiality, when he said, 


that that beastly and filthy custom of 


Westminster was not peculiar to Scot- 
land. Because he did not state, or 
did not admit, that the excesses at 
Hawick were of the very worst and 
most violent description, it was said, that 
he wished to palliate them. He repeated, 
that he did not attempt to palliate or to 
justify any of the riotous doings at Ha- 
wick. He felt most strongly that every 
elector ought to be allowed to give his 
vote according to his conscience, without 
fear and without molestation; but he 
maintained, thatthe disturbances at Car- 
lisle in 1820, when the legs of several 
men were broken, were infinitely worse 
than any of the proceedings that had 
taken place at Hawick. <A great part of 
the case against Hawick depended upon 
the evidence of Major Napier, who was 
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weapon employed by the mob was the 
‘open loof.” [Laughter.] He presumed 
it was understood by every Gentleman in 
the House that that meant only the * open 
hand.” He was voting at Appleby at 
the late election, at the same time as his 
right hon. Friend (Sir J. Graham), and 
certainly there was not a little violence 
there. Clubs and bludgeons were in the 
hands of the mob; houses were demo- 
and the electors generally had 
creat difficulty and no little danger in 


lished, 
to the poiling-place; yet he had 
never heard his right hon. Friend move 
] ! Nhe ! ! 

that the polling should be removed from 


4 
1p 


] | ‘ ‘oe 
ppleby to some other place. Butin the 


\ 


| Carlisle election of 820, even though 


limbs were broken, the introduction ot 
1 as so serious a 
, that a committee 
of privileges was appointed, and the right 
hon. Gentleman, the Member for Mont- 
gomeryshire (Mr. Williams Wynn), whom 
he did not then see in his place, but 
whose opinion upon that, as well as upon 
every other occasion, must have great 
weight with the House, as the chairman 
of that committee, reported, that although 
the committee believed, that there had 
been no evil intention on the part of th 
magistrates in calling in the military, 
although it was not intended by their pre- 
sence to overawe the electors either on 
the one side or the other, and although 
the civil force was inadequate to meet the 
emergency of the occasion, yet that the 
introduction of the military was not to be 


justified. So far, therefore, it was deter 


mined that the presence of the military 
was not justifiable, even in a case of 
great difliculty. But at Carlisle, some 
years afterwards, there was a much more 


serious disturbance at the election, when 


passing through the town upon the top of | 


a stage-coach, and had the short oppor- 


tunity afforded to him of the change of 


horses of observing the conduct of the 
mob. Major Napier was asked by the 
committee whether the mob had blud- 
geons? He replied, that he did not ob- 
serve whether they had or not; but he 


the military were again introduced, and 
several lives were lost. And from what 
cause? Why, according to the testimony 
of a most honourable and high-minded 
witness, from this cause, and this caus 


alone—the introduction of the military, 


described them as a very violent and de- | 


termined mob, from whom he expected 
great injury to Lord Johu Scott, who was 
a fellow-traveller with him by the mail. 
It did not appear, however, that Lord 
John Scott suffered any injury; and from 


whose appearance was the signal for thi 
commencement of a desperate tumult in 
a town which, previous to their arrival 
had been perfectly tranquil. And who 
was the honourable and high-minded wit- 
ness who gave that evidence? It was his 
right hon. Friend opposite. With such 


proofs before him of the consequences 


the evidence it was plain that the only | of the military, would it have been right 


which resulted from resorting to the aid 
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in him to have assented to t Wwpli 


made by the sheriff and som of the ma 
gistrates of Roxburghshire for the int 


duction of soldiers at the election f 


county. He certainly must regret, th 


his right hon. Friend, in discuss 
application made to him, while he ; 
to have seen and read, did not 
vert to, the evil consequences w! 
arisen On former ¢ 
duction of the militar 
Could his right hon. § ud, t 
from his aeute and 

the publicity given to such 
signed by ninety-five ] 

an influential position 

calling for the t t 
tary, uuder the tdea that 

would take pla 

means by which was | uced that 
tation in the public mind \ h was 
fatal at Carlisle on the occa to 

he had referred? Could it be suy 
that the people at Hawick | ne 
strong a dislike to the preseiuce of am 
tary force as the people at Car 


garding the introduction of the mititai 


at the election as one of the 
] 


outrages that could be offered to theh 


rights and privileges as fi nd 
dent citizens? He had endeavour 
show that which he thought a mu 
important question than miscondu 
default of duty on this point 
great constitutional question 


uniformly been asserted by the ti 
had not been departed from in 
election for Roxburghshire. When t 


application was made to him by 
riff, he thought, that a case arose in w 
that great principl was involved 
after the best consideration he could 
the subject, and remember 
consequences which had resulted from 1 
introduction of the military in othere 
he determined not to accede to the i 
quest made to him. Had he done 
wise he should have consid red, that 


) 


and not the sheritt, would have been justly 
subject to the same reprobation which, in | 


1741, was pronounced by the Sp 
upon the magistrates of Westm 


The right hon. Gentleman had said, t 


the measure now proposed by him would 


1 


be of greater efficacy than the punish- | 


ment which the law inflicted. | 
only one other word to say, and that 


in reference to that part of the right ho: 
Gentleman’s charge in which he attri- 
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that committee. Although the chairmen 
of those committees, the members of which 
were nominated by the chairman might 


be considered responsible in a great mea- 
sure for the proceedings of the committee, 
vet he differed from the right hon. Baronet 
in considering, that there was the smallest 
reason for holding, that any one member 


of an election committee was more respon- 
sible than another. All the members de 

livercd their opinions openly, and all were 
equally bound to vive an honest di cision, 
The chairman, indeed, had the peculiar 
duty of endeavouring to preserve order 
and regularity In their proceedings ; bu 
was it not the fact, thata person might 
perform all the duties of a chairman with- 
out voting or taking any part in the deci- 
sion of the committee? Certainly, at the 


meeting of the com- 


earlier part of the 
mittee it was understood, that it was 
necessary in election committees that the 


votes of the members should be taken 


down, and, therefore, on the first four or 
five divisions the votes of the members 


} ] C4 : 
were taken down: but on all of those oc- 


casions it so happened to be his lot to 
vote in the minority. But he blamed no 
man on that account, because he felt, that 
the decision to which he arrived was not 
more honourable or firm than that of the 
other members who differed from him 
But after that, it was understood, that 
there was no occasion for the votes being 
taken down, and that the chairman might 
vote or not as he pleased ; and he did not 
recollect, that he ever gave a single other 
vote during the remainder of that inquiry. 
He acted honestly in that committee, and 
his reason for not again voting was, that 
he thought, that the person who was dis- 
charging the duties of a chairman would 
do better by avoidit oO 
because it would enable him the better to 
regulate the proccedines of the commitiee. 
The richt | 


hon, Baronet said, tha 
not attack the decision of tt nn ¢ 
If not, then he certainly did not feei it 
necessary to defend that decision. But 
the right bon. Gentleman did insinuate, 
that if other persons were disposed to 


} 


arraign the decisions of political com- 


mittees, and to distrust the tribunals of 


that House, the decision of the Roxburgh- 
Shire committee might very well form one 
of the topics of their censure. But he 
would say it fearlessly, whether he differed 
from that committee or agreed with it, 
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committee which could be considered by 
anv fair or honorable person as discredita- 
ble to the members of it. Those decisions 


| would stand a comparison with the decisions 


to conviction. 


> 


of any committee that had ever sat. He had 
nevertheless, no doubt, thatthe right hon. 
Baronet would have come to a very dif- 
ferent opinion upon the evidence adduced, 
According to the testimony of Mr. Cracie, 
who could not be con 


political partiality for him, ou the second 


sidered to have any 
day of the election there was no rioting or 

ny violence whatever; but that Gentle- 
man said, that there was a moral obstrue- 
tion on the second, not from any violence 
on that day, but from the proceedings on 
the first day. Ifa moral obstruction arose 


from a riot at an election the whole pro- 
Tanti? 


ceedings of the election must necessarily 


The remedy proposed by the right hon. 
Baronet for the disorder he had found out, 
ippeared to be a most extraordinary mode 
yf proceedin r: for what was the propo- 


? 1 


sition? Why, that they should remove the 
the ce unty, where it was at the same In- 
stant declared, that a system of revenge 
was to be apprehended. It had been said, 
that former riots had occurred at Hawick. 
He had not been able to discover an in- 
stance of any charge against the electors 
at Hawick for riot on any former occasion. 
There were cases of assault; one took 


| place at the election in 1832, on Lord John 


Scott, when the offender was prosecuted 
The learned Loid, in con- 
clusion, contended, that the authorities in 
Scotland had, on no occasion, been nev- 
lectful of their duty, in cases of riot and 
\ There had been 
land for rioting, 
than at elections in Scotland. It was 
ble that any delinquency could 


disturbance at elections. 


fewer pros cutions mn KE 


have been prosecuted with more zeal than 
those which formed the subject of the pre 

i 
sent debate. 


1 } ( ° 
Lord Stanley said, t 





Lord had with great ability vindicated 
himself from charges which had never been 
made against him, and had with equal 


judgment abstained from treating of those 


| parts of the case which really pressed, as 
influencing the decision of the House upon 


the matter which was now before them, 
while he had naturally, not unjustifiably, 
but he (Lord Stanley) thought honourably 
to himself, dwelt principally, not upon the 


there was not one decision come to by that | case which affected the merits of the elec 








, 8 . { . 
election from Hawick into other parts of 
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tion of 1837, the election of 1835, the} were called into the town of Hawick: or 
election of 1832, in the borough of Ha- {that they made their appearance there till 
wick, which were brought forward with | after the poll had been closed on the second 
so much ability by his right hon. Friend | day of the election? Yet the argument of 
last night, but had dwelt upon thos per- | the learned Lord was this, that riots had 
sonal points in which he conceived, that his | happened in England upon former occa- 


individual character as a gentleman and a 
Member of that House, 


holding a high station in 


ind as ¢ 


Scotland, wer 
principally involved. But he did not com- 
plain of the learned Lord for taking that 
course; but still he must say, that whil 
the learned Lord was thus ably vindi- 
cating himself from charges which w 


never made, the learned Lord had abstainec 
from touching that which was the main 
point upon which the decision of the Hou 

was to be formed. 1) ce learn a rd h: | 
supposed, that his (Lord Stanley's) right 
hon. Friend last night had charged him 
with improper conduct, because he had 
refused to permit the isitroduction of the 
military into the town of Hawick previous 


| See { 1: 
Sure, bu 


to the election for Roxburgh 
right hon. Friend made no 
he never in any respect impugi 
of the learned Lord to cx¢ his judg- 
ment on a subject; nor did he 
attempt to express an opinion on the pro 
priety of the application made on the 26th 
or 27th of July previous to the election ; 
he never expressed an opinion whether the 
military should or should not have been 


such 


introduced into the town of Hawick ; but | 
having obtained these | 


the learned Lord 
popular topics, dwelt upon them, 
diverging into a vindication of himself, on 
a charge which was never made against 


and 


the Carlisle election, for he knew not 
what vear, and to the Appleby election, 


and quoted the well-known maxim of the 


Constitution, that it was against the law of 


Parliament and the practice of the Consti- 
tution of this realm, to introduce the m 





tary into anv town for the purpose of 
influencing the proceedings of an election. 
But the learned Lord very cautiously 


omitted this fact, that neither the petition 
nor the motion, neither his refusal nor 
assent, in any one way involved this ques- 
tion, whether military ought to have been 
in the town of Hawick, for in that town 
they never were; they never were till 
after the election. [[ Oh, oh !”] Would 


hon. Gentlemen who called “ oh, oh!” ven- | 


slons—riots in which his right hon. Friend 


| (Sir James Graham) was one of the parties 
involved in the contest which led to them, 
ind he quoted his right hon. Friend’s 
authority for saying, that the military 
ought on no oceaston to be called in at the 
tit ol election. But in that case it 
\ not th introduction of the troops into 
the town, but into the way of the people, 
nto the very polling place, that was com- 
plained of. Carlisle was a garrison town, 
uul the troops were regularly quartered 
the No com) rit was mad ol the 
roo} being 1 tle which formed 
the outer wall of irlisile; but the com- 
plaint was, that, being so quartered, they 
were called into the market-pla and 
interfered with t election. What was 
the case of the Appl by election ? Great 


it 





{ » 
riots, said the learned Lord, had occurred 
the yet nobody thought of sending the 
military into that town. Che learned 


Lord spoke with regard to the presence 
or non-presence, the calling for, or the 
non-calling for, the military at the elec- 
tion, of the riots there, and he stated, that 
the distance from Denholm to Hawick was 
five and from ‘Temple Sowerby 
to Appleby was precisely six miles. But 
he would repeat, that the point in question 
was not whether the troops were sent or 


miles, 


| not within the town of Hawick ; but the 
him, entirely departed from the election | sol 
for Roxburghshire in 1837, and referred to | 


ture to assert to him—would any one hon. | 


Member, having read the evidence, say, 


that he was ready to state, that the military 


} 





sole question was this—whether, in the 
state of the town of Hawick, it was prudent 
that the should have been at the 
fifteen or twenty miles, at St. 
Boswell — or whether they should have 
been brought the neighbourhood of 
Hawick, for the purpose ¢ f being at hand 
of disturbance. Now, this had 
n called a case of overawing. He would 
venture to say, that there was not a con- 
tested election in England where there were 
not troops within the distance that Denholm 
from Hawick. And he was quite 
certain that, in where there was 
a contest in a manufacturing or populous 
town, would it be matter of complaint that 
there was a military force within five miles’ 
distance which might be called in in case of 
disturbance arising. But, he again 
repeated, his right hon. Friend made no 
charge, either in direct terms or by impli- 
cation, against the learned Lord in respect 
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of his conduct regarding the military. He 
might say, in passing, that the reflections 
of his right hon. Friend on the learned Lord’s 
conduct formed a very small portion of the 
speech in which his right hon. Fricnd em- 
bodied the history of the proceedings at the 
election at Hawick. The name of the learned 
Lord was included almost in a parenthesis. 
No partiality was imputed to the learned 
Lord either in his conduct or his corre- 
spondence. But this his right hon. Friend 
did impute, that the sheriff of the county, 
and the magistrates, 
vious experience that they had reason to 


knowing from pre 


anticipate a disturbance, and knowing that 
an organization was established for the 
purpose of getting up a systematic riot to 


interfere with the election, proceeded to 
eall upon the Lord | 

metion their taking steps for the 
preservation of the peace of the 
for which the sheriff was responsible ; that 
the Lord Advocate advised the sheriff to 
communicate with the authorities of 
Hawick ; that some correspondence took 
place; that the bailies of Hawick, only 
one of whom was a magistrate of the 
county, took upon themselves to tell the 
sheriff that they would not in any way co- 
operate with him; that they would not 
assist or aid him, as it was their duty to 
do, in preserving the peace of the town; 
that if he anticipated riots, they did not ; 
but that if any riot occurred, and if the 
sheriff and the magistrates would denude 
themselves of the authority which the law 
vested in them, and would give to the 


¢ } : 
cate to take steps, 
or to 


county, 


bailies of Hawick the scle responsibility | 


and authority, then, upon that, and upon 
no other condition, they would lend their 
assistance to preserve the peace of the town. 
Now, the learned Lord did not deny, that 
two of those bailies of Hawick were known 
to be violent partisans of one of the candi- 
dates at the election which was about to 
take place under their jurisdiction. ‘The 
sheriff stated to these bailies that the law 
did not give him any authority to come to 
such an agreement with them without the 
consent of the Law-officer of the Crown, 
and he accordingly applied to the Lord 
Advocate for his permission to transfer 
from the legal authorities to other, not im- 
partial, but notoriously prejudiced au 
thorities, the full power of preserving the 
peace during a contest in which it was 
nost likely a disturbance would arise, in 
which the prejudices of those very magis- 
trates would be deeply engaged. Now, 
the charge which his right hon. Friend 
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| made was a charge of indiscretion against 
‘the learned Lord for having, under such 
| circumstances, assented to such an arranges 
|ment and to such a denudation of the 
ordinary legal authorities. In that charge 
he confessed, with all the respect he bore 
to the learned Lord—and he declared that 
he entertained a very respect 
towards the learned Lord—in that charge 
he so far concurred that he did think it 
wouid have been infinitely better if the 
learned Lord had thrown upon the sheritf 
that responsibility which devolved upon 
him by law ; if he had declined to sanction 
a departure from the ordinary course of the 
law, and to lend his authority to what 
must have borne upon the face of it the 
| suspicion of its being a party proceeding. 
The learned Lord then proceeded to com- 
ment upon the charge made 
against him for being a Member of the com- 
|mittee appointed to try the merits of the 
Roxburghshire election. He very truly said, 
that in order to debar him from sitting upon 
such a committee, there required some new 
canon, and some law of Parliament. This 
|} was true. There was no disqualification 
to prevent him from sitting upon that 
committee. The learned Lord also stated 
that it was very improbable that his name 
Should be called upon that ballot. He 
| (Lord Stanley) admitted it; nor did he 
| charge the learned Lord with any design 
|in coming down to be appointed upon the 
‘committee for any party purpose. But 
finding himself placed upon that committee, 
{the learned Lord would excuse him for 
saying it wasa mere question of feeling, 
he thought that if he had been in the place 
(of the learned Lord he should have tendered 
to the House his apology. He thought he 
lshould. He thought that if the mere fact 
lof a person having voted at an election 


sincere 


suppose d 


_ 


| disqualified him from sitting on a com- 
! mittee relating to that election, still more 
| strongly, whenever inquiry involved the 
{event of an election in consequence of the 
mal-conduct of these bailies, who, by the 
permission of the learned Lord himself, in 
his official capacity, usurped an authority 
to which they had no legal claim, should a 
| person in the learned Lord’s place feel him- 
self morally disqualified from sitting on 
that inquiry. If he had been in the learned 
| Lord’s place, he should have felt inclined 
to have thrown himself upon the indul- 
| gence of the House, stating the peculiar 
| manner in which he was connected with 
| the circumstances of that election ; but he 
| would frankly add this in answer to an 
1 
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objection made by the learned Lord him- 
self, when he said, that the opposing can- 


didate had the power to. strike off his | 
name —that if he had been the re- | 


jected candidate, and had scen_ the 
Lord Advocate’s name on the ballot- 
ing list, and knowing how intimately in- 
formed he was of all the circumstances con- 
nected with the case—knowing how 
his authority stood in Seotland i 
Jaw, anc knowing how strong an induce- 
ment there was upon him, arising from 
every motive, to ACT, aS D had no do 
the learned Lord did act, most fairly and 
impartially, that learned Lord would hev 
been the very last man whom he should 
have felt disposed to exclude from 
committee. The learned Lord had 
that although there had been many cases of 
election riots and interventions of the 
military, yet the House had never proceeded 
to adopt so extreme a remedy as that of 
transferring the pt llinge from one town to 





another. No, they never did, but th 
learned Lord forgot, that they were now 
proceeding upon a new st of things, 


also that the very object and intention of 
the Reform Bill introducing various polling 
places was to check the ebullitions of } opu- 
lar feeling which almost inevital Vv 

large towns where the population of voter 


Was concentrated in one polling pl 
But that remedy, with respect to England, 
vas not left for Parliament to apply ; the 


magistrates in quarter Sessions had_ the 
power, if they thought fit, of changing ant 
appointing new polling places. But dir 
the learned Lord mean to say, that upon for- 
mer occasions this step had never been 
taken to remedy the abuses arising from 
riots at elections in England? He must 


surely know, that in many cases it had oc- | 


curred, when there was only one polling 


place for a whole county, a transfer to | 


another place had been made. This was a 
much stronger measure than transferring 
one only out of three or four polling places. 
But to his great astonishment the learned 
Lord quoted the riots of Nottingham. [ OA, 
oh ab At any rate it was quoted by some other 
Gentleman—Oh! the case of Nottingham 
was referred to, not by the Lord Advocate, 
but by the Judge Advocate. And what 
happened with respect to Nottingham? = !n 
1802 Mr. Scarlett was counsel for Mr. 
Birch, the sitting Member. For the first 
three days of the poll, which then lasted 
for fifteen days, great disturbances took 
place. After the third day one of the 
candidates left the town, saying that it was 
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le rs, 
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ossessed of more humanity than 
their fellows, ] 

God’s sak to d sist * anot 
Se aatie Renecc bea) } ‘lated. and v ly 
trom his bead and mutliated, and was only 
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saved from the erv of the mob, which wa: 


to crush the bed down upon him, and to 
murder him It was nothingin Hawick to 
be stripped of all clot] and b riven 
naked through the town-—it was nothing 
to | drageed, half di vi ! lel Cr. 

Laught r.) lv, ret h le vie mbers laugh, 
but | ould defy them to laug the next 
case which he would addu TI ld 

t la ah when they were tf id that a man 
was dragged from the river naked, or nearly 
naked ; that he was obliged to take shelter 


in a nel hbour’s house; that, naked and 


stripped, he knew net how to get away, 
when his sister, hearing of his flight, went 


to supply him with clothing. But did she 

succeed in doingso? No. In her attempt 
| to minister clothing to her naked and 
{ 
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wounded brother, she was stopped and 
driven back, and it was only accomplished 
by the artifice of putting on her clothes 
over his own, and by thus concealing her 
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intention. This was one of the cases 
proved by the evidence betore the com- 
mittee, and he would tell hon. Gentle- | 


men on the opposite side of the House 
that these things were not so insignificant 
as they seemed to suppose. The hon. Gen- 
tleman who spoke last night, the Member 


for Cockermouth, had said, that there was | 


a popular collision, but that there was 
nothing serious and nothing in the nature 


of ariot; but the committee were of a| 
different opinion for they were of opinion | 


that “at the late election for the county of 


toxburgh, riotous and tumultuous proceed- 


ings took place ; in consequence of which, | 
|—-that it ought to have been provided 


according to the evidence produced before 
this committee, prosecutions were instituted 
in the Justiciary Court of Scotland, in 
which prosecutions certain of the offenders 
were convicted ;”” but then the committee 
were fortunately of opinion—that is, most 
fortunately for the sitting Member—*“ that 


the riots were not of such a nature, or of 
so long duration, as to prevent the votes of 


the electors of the said county of Roxburgh 


being taken in the matter of such elec- | 


tion.” The opinion of the committee, 


therefore, went a little beyond that of hon. | 


Gentlemen opposite, but Lord Mackenzie 
went a little beyond the opinion of the 
committee, an opinion which he did not 
dispute, as far as the matters in the elec- 
tion were concerned, but which on this 
point, he did dispute, when it was op- 
posed to that of Lord Mackenzie. Lord 
Mackenzie had said, 

*[t is impossible for any party, take what 
view of ithe may,to regard it in any othe: 
light, than as a serious case in every re spect. 
It is serious, because it was a disturbance of 
the peace of the grossest description. The 
mob seems to have taken possession of the 
town, to have overpowered the authorities, and 
to have rendered the zealous interposition of 
some, probably of all of the magistrates, of no 
effect, and we cannot doubt that this state of 
things excited the utmost alarm in the minds 
of the lieges. In reference to the design of 
these proceedings, to the occasion on which 
they took place, to the purpose for which they 
were got up—in this light I also view the case 
as one of a very serious description.” 

And then the noble Lord went on to 
say, ‘«* Some attempt was made to repre- 
sent the riot as of a trifling description, 
but no eloquence, no ingenuity could sus- 
tain such a view of the cases 
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mob evidently intended to have the eflect 
of controlling the right of free election 
of a Member of Parliament. This I can 
never consider otherwise than as a most 
dangerous species of crime,” This was 
the decision delivered from the judgment- 
seat of Scotland, although the Lord Ad- 
vocate, and though the committee had in 
a technical manner distorted the evidence 
of the sheriff-substitute, that the voters 
could come up to the poll; yet they had 
determined only that riotous and tumul- 
tuous proceedings had taken place, whilst 
other hon. Gentlemen treated the matter, 
as hardly bearing the name of a riot at all. 
Sut it was not on the simple fact of the 
riot, that his right hon. Friend proceeded 
in the present motion ; it was because it 
was foreknown—that it was preconcerted 


that it 
local 


was not provided 
authorities. When 
contest, on the 


against; and 

against by the 
on the first 
entrance of t 
of conveying 


news of the 
he mail, which was suspected 

x the persons of the voters, the 
parties were driven to the house which 
afterwards became the fortress of the party, 
the Tower Inn, and yet no steps were 
taken. And what was the course of pro- 
ceeding on the following day? The voters 
were driven like sheep in a pen to the poll; 
in the earlier part of the day porches were 
erected, which prevented the mob from 
having a free view of the voters. Those 
porches were so placed, that the mob could 
not precisely tell what part each individual 
elector took, but on the application of the 
agent of the Gentleman on the opposite 
side of the House, in the early part of the 
day, these porches were removed; full ac- 
cess was given to the mob, to have a clear 
view ; every person who gave his vote did 
so under the control of the mob, and he was 
delivered over to the tender mercies of the 
mob, who ministered brutal maltreatment 
for venturing to exercise his franchise. 
And were these voters assaulted in the ab- 
sence of the magistrates in some obscure 
corner of the town? No, but under the 
eye of the magistrates themselves, on their 
exit from the polling-booth, in the sight of 
those magistrates who it was proved were 
wearing the colours of one of the candi- 
dates. But then it was said, that there 


' were 300 constables, at the least, surround- 


ing six square yards of ground; why, the 
chief difficulty of the electors was, to escape 
in consequence of the density of the con- 
stables from the hands of the mob, to whom 
they were delivered. Some were deterred 
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facts in 1835? Qh, is sald, t 
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It must, Sir, be most satisfactory to my 
right hon. Friend, that not only did he 
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make a complete answer to the charge, 
but that even those who brought it forward 
did not insist, that they had any longer a 
inst him. With respect 


serious charge a 
to the proposith n before the House, I ob- 


et to it for a reason which is very short, 
} 


and which seems to me to be very decisive. 
I will not take part in the description of 


e offences which were committed at Ha- 
wick ; I will neither agree in the descrip- 
ion of thos who insist on their great 
enormity, nor will I coincide with those 


who seek to palliate them, but | will take 


he description given of them in the courts 
of scotland. Iam, Sir, satisfied with that 


lescription, and | am_ also satisfied with 
those results. Be it observed, however, 
without in any manner palliating these 
offences, that cases of disturbance have, 
unfortunately, arisen elsewhere, for which 
prosecuting oflicers could not be found, 
ind the perpetrators of which could not be 

riained. In the present case, however, 
did the Jaw officers fail in their duty ? Let 
ny O1 read the speech of the Solicitor- 


Cren ral, and it would be at once sald, that 





>to state a ¢ ise more clearly 
or to produce a greater effect upon the jury 
than had been produced by the Solieitor- 

eneral for Scotland upon the late trials. 
[he prisoners were convicted, and the right 


hon. Baronet, the Member tor Pembroke, 


] ] i] 


has referred to the description given of 


offences by a learned judge, and a 


learned judge he is; and on reads 
his deseripuon, I am the mor 
confirmed, in my own opinion, that it is 
better to leave such cases as these to the 
learned and impartial decision of  thos« 
A , | 1 Pe Wee 
idges than to make them party questions, 
and to | ring them before a tribunal of a 
very different description. With respect 
to the judgment of Lord Mackenzie, I will 
I shall commence 
he right hon. Gentleman 


1 
1 
left off; and I do so for the purpose of 


howing that these offences have been 

} } ¢1 1 asks esata a 4 

i ught before the legitimate tribunals of 
+] + a of n 

ie country, that the judges have given 


their decision, and that though a lenient 
sentence has been passed, yet that it was 
lered sufficient for the 
offence. Lord Mackenzie, Lord Cockburn, 
and the Lord Justice Clerk, may differ in 
their political opinions, but they agreed in 
the description of these offences, and they 


agreed also in the punishment to be award- 
} | 
cd. rt 


a ‘ 
such aS Was consi 


word Mackenzie said, 


* [ look on the case calmly, and am willing 
to take as low a punishment as can have the 
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effect of preventing such riotous proce: din 
in future, and checking in these men, 


Adjourned 


PE eS hared the; ile 
many others who shared their guilt, tl sup- 
position that they can, with safety to them- | 
selves, continue to commit such disgustir 


” 
outrages. 
. , . ae 
Lord ¢ ockburn, who tollowed atte r, Sal 
“ We are at the beginning of a1 
in Scotlan 1, and I am anxious t = it | 


rightly: [am anxious to see the law 


from the very first, that the pe may 
betrayed into the int thought ( 
tions are to be the occasions 1 fi 


pular outrage and personal violence. | 
trust that this case will 


not only on the minds o 


that it will go forth to the minds of 
throughout all the electior f the countr: 
that every man disposed to mobbing and 


rioting, and such scenes as these, shall know 


that we never shall have a pu prose 


by whom such things shall be overlooked, that 
we never shall have a court that will not ad- 
ninister justice, and probably ney 
juries that will not remember tl} s, but 
that all will resolutely set their fac to prot 
freedom of election, by epres 
rages by which that freedom is destro - 
And the Lord Justi e ( ler! la tiv, mm 
awarding the sentences, said, 
‘cy do hop the ilt of 
this case will have a salutary « ( t 
country at large—that Scotland will 1 mM 
be disgi iced by such I t elec 
and non-electors will be taught that if 
take part in such proces lings th vm I 


law is sufficient to reach them, and eflectua y 
to repre 

Here, 
of the 


ss such crimes.’ 


then, Sir, we have the statemen 


judges agreeing, in their 


opinion, that the public prosecutor has 
done his duty, that the jury have done 


and that the sentence will, for th« 
future, prevent the commission “ot such 
crimes; and now | ask the House, 
it is not satisfied with the fair and impar 
decision of the court of j 
they will consent to m: ake a party decision, 
that political 
and another political 
is my reason for opposing this motion ; and 


theirs, 


ustice, and 
. " a 
one party may D 


] } Th: 
party lowered. | 1s 


I] think that I may fairly apply the words 
of the hon. Gentleman opposite, ind sav 


whether | 


favoure d, | 


that he has been guilty of a ‘* great indis- | 


cretion in bringing forward this case ;” for 
even if his object should be attained. « 
removing the polling piace from Hawick t 
Melrose, does he think that such a decision 
or a party debate is likely to discourage riot 
so much as the decision of a court of jus 
tice, where the evidence is taken without 


| 
| 
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and where the ju 
without the 
zeal ? I cannot 


ss | hea 


1OUT abe 


suspicion of party 
Sit down, howe ver, 


word as to a nol 


> | colleawue of mine, of whom I thought that 
: 


ullWwa int I tlon was mad Im th 
} 1 | ] 
C speech in tl aepvat lt W said 
| } - 
Lord Mi k a strong part in this 
} 
Pr , and that he went so far as to 
ke 4 . 1] z, 
i t \ } ‘ ) { s ice 
’ ] ¥ 1 1 P 
Ke rl ! nda ! has dis- 
) | 
In lied, t ided an elec- 
l } na t} t on the ( iV cCa- 
’ pe, oe, 
SSLO Kk pia 9 
) i ») take l diff I it 
! ; ] : 
I l l Fil not fall in with it 
ina in t viden befor the Com- 
riitt a person who was not exceedin: ely 
wil Ing to lve any Statement favourable to 
1] } ] } ‘ ~ ] 
the nol Lord, replied, ‘* I certainly un- 
‘ : J 
derstoo was to Lord Minto that 
os ; 1 “. 
we had peace restored in the town. | 
| 1eV wire 1% intericrence of Lord 


Minto was in consequence of the wish ex- 


: ’ e Ty } 
pressed the macistra ~ tiawick and 
t 1 ? 
Ol i r if that h We 1 l rfere 
, ’ 
pl ve the peace of the t i As to 
l i 
th) ( OY itn Of Cine militar : W 1ot 
ss iF 
1 ti ] I CACC t to sa 
} l Ce} t l 
, | : ’ 
{ | u l were Willing 
t ] ] . 
{ Ing \ ould tak place they 
, } + : 
l} ( I » ] at ] l commu. 





t t county, Lord Lothian 
1 from tl planation | 1 ved I was 
itisfied tl] the magistrat ted to th 
best of th liscretion in the atlair, and | 
thought that it was not necessary to insti- 
tute an inquiry ; and [ am perfectly sure 
sir, that the magistrates acted rightly, and 
that everything which Lord Minto did was 
to pH l th peace of th country and 
not with d 1g yf sing any unneces- 
Sary int reren ° 
sir Robert Peel: The noble Lord began 
his speech with a s 1 on the grand and 
imperial nature of t ion now before 
the Hous ind h iys, that on the dis- 
cussion which has taken place, the House 
IS comp tent to decide on this freat and 
l rtant question. Now, I don rt know 
exactly what is the test of an imperial mea- 


, 
talking in political language, depends on 
| 7 7 , 
tl leng h of the debate INOW, We were 
1 } 
r¢ dy to c] Se Dl debat« last 


never dreamt 
eing that he was in 
and, therefore, if an undue 
importance has been given to it, it is the 


it: but the noble 
] roceeding, st 


} 
& minority 
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noble Lord who has meted out the imperial ; charged with rin 


standard, and has « xtended the length of | 


the debate. He says, that supposing that 


, & : ea 
the learned judges of the land shall punish 
the rioters, the Hfouse of Commons has no 


] 
i 


T » 
ie matter. He Says, at 


least, that the punishment of the rioters 
should be left to the judges of the land, and 
that the House of Commons. should 

interfere. And he 
of the learned judges’ decisions 


that my noble Friend had stoppe d at the 


has quoted some parts 


, complaining 


rt 
point which was material in support of the 
views of hon. Members on t] e opposite side | 
of the House. Now, I will trouble the 
House also with an extract in the s} h of 


Lord Mackenzie, and I will begin whicre 
he Je‘t off. And this is the account that 


Lord Mackenzie gives of his views on t 
subject :— 

‘©There may be many gs don rainst 
= freedom of election, many things don¢ 

mproperly 4 ny things } f min Is id 
many things which onght to be restrained ; 
but it is evident to 1mon sense, that of all 
the dangers to the freedom of election, none 
can be so great as that of the application of 
unlawful force to the persons of the electors on 
the very oc ion Of Givin their votes. if 
men, whe n they come forwat | to exercise their 
franchise, are to feel themselves delivered up 
to violence t the disc tion of lawless and 


furious }* rsons, there is an end tO all freed Yn 
of election. 
Constitution founded on the representative 
system if such things as these we 
vo on, or were not to be checked by the stiong 

bd , 


, 1} - ; 
It would be a jest to talk of a 
re allowed 


arm of the law. ‘Uney « \ 
ffect than to overthrow the Constitution 


altog< ther.’’ 


e 





Are we not o2uarala at Constitu 
tion f° Would not tae representatly 
} } wT ee 
system be made a mockery if such violent 


ae é ik AS ee ee aa 
proceedings a those WHICO COOK piace 1h LOX- 


ie 1] — ¢ 
burghshire were allowed to pass, — 
° ‘ ’ 
the House of { ommons had no jurist 10 
‘* © ] " Bd 
Suppose a case of violent riots t aki 1g pi ice, 


and suppose that the eV ae nce should be 
insutticient to convict the off eee accord- 
ing to the strict cir of law, by which, 
of course, such a case must be governed 
as well as all others, was that any reason 
why such a system as this should be sup- 
ported, and it should be admitted, that the | 
House of Commons had no jurisdiction 
See to what length this doctrine would | 
lead. Suppose a system of bribery to be 
carried on in an election, will it be con- 
cluded hat it is sufficient to convict the 
principal bribing party? Will it be said, 
that it is sufficient that the individual 


‘ COMMONS} 


(indeed, that in a neighbouring 


‘tions. It may be that many 
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y should be brought 
| befc ore a court of law, and that the H« 
| of Commons ceases to have any jurisdic. 
tion, and that the matter may not be in- 
quired into by a Committee? But sup- 
posing a strone case of the system to occun 
vill it be said, that the mere inquiry befor 
a court of law is sufficient, and that t 
House has not any jurisdiction to interfere 
to take away the franchise of the boror oh, ? 
I affirm that that is the case, for if we 
lent conduct as this toi 


suffer such viole: 


fere with the exer - ol t 


chise, and the fears er anv respectab 


} 1 ‘ . 
to be so ac 1 upon to prevent nis exer- 
Ci ing his v1 rig to y » sit any saciSiace 


tion to that man to say, that one 


been convicted by a court of law; and ar 








1 a a ‘ 1? . 4 
we not bound to take measures not only to 
punish the individuals coneerned, but to 
1 i Re. 1 
stop the m Of violen which \ 
caused the 1 hief « lained of? It j 
} ] re ‘ 
Li 1, that th riots in Seotland ar 
ecerated in importance, and that they 
+1 ] 
‘ no mol! ua mere election row in 
7 ’ ? e Dan 
Eeneland, d would have produced no 
, at + 
more a 1t10n hat was the leavinane ( 
made at the court before t judges | 
ae ; ‘ae: ee OO ; | 
the learned counsei, Geanne in all sorts o} 
legal quibbles, by whom it was said that 
] ce atl _ ee Py 1 } . 
these riots v ‘nothing but English rows. 


} 2 


ao the iui mes say: 


{ 
in the obser 


It is said 
Mackenzie, 


country, 


vations of Tord 
libertics are taken in this respect at elec 
things ar 


: 
done there which are not correct or proper, 





or agreeable to good manners, and which 
a> % ar : Pt . 

| nevertheless it may not be always expe- 

nt t LOLLOW ut to their full conse- 


ease : 
of giving the si 


| 


| to have been ? 


| 


| 


quences; but that anything similar t 
} 


asl 1, en BS | coe: ‘ “ 

What nas existed in this ease Is there tole- 
rated I have not the most distant concep- 
tion.’ Did any of us ever hear that at 
1 


Westminster, or any where else, the p 


iirage was beset by a mob; 
“that men when returning from giving 

their sullrage: were taken prisoners by that 
mob, and treated as the voters of the county 
ot Roxburgh have been proved in this cast 
Was a case ever heard of 
| where voters we re laid hold of in the streets 
of Westminster ?” What! are cases ol 
outrage so ioe that you have nothing 
but them? First, says the hon. Gentle- 
man, that it is the ordinary rule of prac- 
tice in this country, and this I am told, 
that these riots are prevalent in every part 
of the empire; but in saying this do you 
not give me lie proof that Parlia- 
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5 
ment is called upon to give its authority to | defence which has always beet e 
say, not that this town shall forfeit its | mob-riots Ch t vel 
franchise, not that the inhabitants shall no | up for th b t the 
longer possess the right of voting, but that | 1 2 ] ( S 
it should not continue to hold the pol m¢ ! i 
And the more you prove that these p t] teal h ‘ J 
tices are permitted, the more should abst | ! pocl 
desire that the poli should be taken away | his w | his purse to t r 
from towns where such disorders take | Vi led 
place, and the more do you prove to m who limited thei - 
that the jurisdiction of the judges alone is | ¢ \ h ea f 
insufficient. But I must say, that tl ind V vell pring d 
encouragement which the mob of Hawick | t t " not th har 
has received in the course of this debat with 7 they had mur i 
the tone and temper of the defenc took to steal his 
has been made for ¢] utrag whi 1 I W 10 chara 
committed, is ten times more larmin: } [ I I se ol 
than the outrages themselves. It ap inti i svstem 
to be assumed asa matter of course t] purpos 
the holding Conservative opin I pr - 
Hawick in itself involves a positive offen ing te 
against the law. Why, what is t! wl 
taken by hon. Gentlemen opposite ? In tl t tl 
first place, and speaking of 1835, as was re- ( ull op 
marked by my noble Friend near me, t) } oO l 
Member, the r presentative, who embodi | \ to th l, al was 
sentiments of the people of Hawick— ve tl j it tl dis 
far as I can see a very worthy rej r [ \ m 1 after- 
tive of them—what is the doctrin h | wa unoffen . Then we 
he holds. He says, *‘When the sheriff) a t | iver Is not deep: but is 
read the riot act it is true he was pelted, | ir not vi ( free- 
but then the snow was on the oy} yund,’ dom ( ty to be thre 1into a 
Now, flesh and blood cannot resist that. | rive: the bridee, no matter how deep 
[a laugh. | Hon. Gentlemen's tinge lows ter may be? It is 
seemed to itch for a snow ball. It bea: something t monstrous to contemplate, 
by the boys pelting the sheriff, but it ms | that | S \ s shall n may 
that it soon extended to the men, and wh be tl into it wit! init Her 
the sheriff read the riot act, nothing w ire j Is coming to « i 
more natural than that they should make } franehi they hay S 
him a cockshy. But then the hon. Mem-| to e: 
ber for Cockermouth, when we tell of the} Hous vot they are 
voter for Lord J. Scott being ill-treated, | seized bv t ! mities offered 
says—‘‘ Oh, yes, it is true he was abused | to th than d 1] Chey at 
and ill-treated; but then he was mistaken for | stripped nal 1 the streets—tlev are ex- 
the factor. You mistake in s Ipposing that | 1 to of degrada ind 
he was ill-treated as an independent voter: } ht : ev are le red their 
not at all; he was mistaken for the factor, | own este i 1 you t is that it 
and all the sufferings which he was com-|} is suflici to t up al say that they 
pelled to undergo were meant for the} have gi their votes. But what effect 
factor.” So that in the opinion of the} has it on the voter who has not given his 
good people of Hawick it is an offence | vote, if he finds his predecessor has voted, 
against the law to hold Conservative prin- | but has been half murdered in conse- 
ciples, and not only so, but even to be a} quence Then, what says the hon. Mem- 


But 


factor to a Conservative proprietor. 


then it is said, “‘ You charge the people with 
robbery ; but so virtuous are the people, 
that although they take the money from 
the pockets of the persons whom they 
strip, yet they take pains immediately 
to return it.” 


Why, this is the miserable 


ber for Cockermouth, that these outrages 


are not on account of the vote which has 
' | 
been given, but because the voter has 


That is Hawick law 
ir opinion 


changed his opinion 
again! You cannot change yor 
at Hawick. C 


strous than this ? 


an any thing be more mon- 


It is held out as a de« 


1 
| 
i 
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fence that you are wrong i supposing 
that the voter is maintaining the Conser- 
vative opinion which he has always enter- 
tained, Oh, no! he was a_ Liberal 
formerly, and because he has changed his 
political opinion he is liable to be attacked 
in the manner adopted here. I am sure 
that the hon. Member will not say tha 
this is intimidation, but as it is put forth 


consider it so. The hon. Member says 
too, that the question lies in « nutshell. 

agree with him; but if so, why have al 
these extraneous matters been introduce 
into the subject ? What have we to do 
with the case of Selkirkshire? And with 
what object can that have been introduced 
but to divert the attention of the House 
from the proper subject. The question is 
not whether the milit: ary were properly 
applied to or not; but the question is, 
whether there has been on several oeca- 


’ 
I 
l 
{ 


f COMMONS} 
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to make the sheriff a cock-shy—if three 
members of the Conservative candidate's 
family had permitted the poll to be taken 
near the Tower inn—if, in the case of thi 
particular friend of the Conservative can 
didate the preservation of the peace had 
been entrusted to him, and he had got up 
the votes—if one magistrate oflered his 


outa | protection to another, as by the magistrate 
it strikes me that it is impossible not to | 


| Major Napier—if it had been consi 


in this case, protection had been offered t 
lered 
that it was a positive crime to change yout 
opinions in the place—if to rescind the 
whole in case of an election comimitti 

my hon. and learned Friend near me, as 
Lord Advocate for Scotland, had sat on 
that committee, and had made a report 
thereupon—if, after all these things, there 


; were riots which were not sufficient, still, 
| to prevent the voters from going to the 


sions such proofs of systematic violence at | 


Hawick as to disqualify it from being 
allowed to continue in the position of a 
polling-place ? The hon. and learned Gen- 


poll then, he would venture to say tha 

the roof of this House never would hay 
rung with such clamorous cries as would 
have come from those Members of thi 


| House who were opposed to that Govern- 


tleman has stated, that the reason for the } 


commission of these outrages was the in- 


dignation of the people at seeing the mili- | 
’ i ' 
tary sent for, and that the Sanoat to send 


for military assistance instigated the people 
to commit acts of violence; and he refers 


freedom of election, and who, he says, 
were indignant to think that the military 
should be called in. The military were 
not called in until the next day. I will 
admit, for the sake of argument, that it 
was wrong to send for them at all; but | 
will say that these outrages were sufficient 
of themselves to give the House a sufh- 
cient reason for passing this bill. I said 
that I would not trespass long on the at- 
tention of the House, and I will keep my 
promise, and I will offer only a few more 


observations ; but this I must say, that, | 
| opponent of the hon. Member opposite at 


recollecting other times, when a Conserva- 
tive Government had authority—I mean 
official authority—if the whole of these 
transactions had occurred, from beginning 
to end—if, in the case of a Whig consti- 
tuency, a peer and First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty had been present in the town at 
the nomination, and if he had taken part, 
with whatever good intention with respect 
to the maintenance of the peace of the 
town, his brother being a candidate—if the 
Conservative candidate had offered an in- 
sult to the Whig sheriff, as the natural 
result of an inherent disposition in a man 


ment, and that, too, because the practical 
exercise of the elective franchise happened 
to be intrusted to a Conservative Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. 7. S. Duncombe Foe PRE question as 


| simply confined to the point, asto whethe: 


. ithe polling-booths of Hawick should be 
to those men who were advocates for the |” ? 


removed to some other place, it was 


' matter which was of little importance, be- 





cause it was equally competent for any 
hon. Member to move, that the polling- 
place for Westminster should be removed 
from Covent-garden to Drury-lane. A 
more frivolous and childish proposition 
could not be made. The hon. Member 
was so frequently interrupted, that he was 
compelled to resume his seat. 

Sir J. Graham in reply, said, that some 
observations had been made by an _ hon. 
Member, with reference to Mr. Scott, the 


the last election, with regard to some sig- 
natures which he had obtained to the peti- 
tion which he had presented to this House. 
Mr. Scott, in his letter, referred to two 
voters named Bramah, who had been al- 
luded to, and who were both now in town. 
Mr. Scott stated, that he had called on 
those persons with the petition, and had 


| explained to them the nature of its prayer, 


and he believed, that at the time he was 
doing so they both understood him, and 
had their eyes on the paper itself, and, 
therefore, were acquainted with its contents 
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and, that they both signed it being fully 
cognisant of these things, and in conse- 
quence of their being so acquainted with 
them; and having made this 
would leave the subject in 
House. After the best reflection, that h 
could give to the statements and 
statements, his opinion had only been 
shaken on one point, and he would : 
ledge, that he had been ett nas to on 
of the statements made to him. He al- 
luded to that respecting Lord Minto ] 

headed the procession, that entered 
wick ; this information he fou 
With this exception he 


statement, he 
the hands of the 


counter 


icknow- 


erroneous. idl: dd 
to every statement, that he had mad Lt 
was the boast of the Longe Parliament 


that it had abolished torture » and would it 
not be a matter of reproach and shame t 


the present Parliament if it did not, by 
adopting the motion which he prop —_ 


countenance that system of contumely and 
indignity to which voters had been exposed 
in the exercise of those rights conferred 
upon them by the constitution, and which 
was utterly incompatible with the mainte- 
nance of the free institutions of this 
country ? As lovers of those 
and as being anxious to preserve 
he trusted the House would sanct 
motion. 
Pos House evieen :>—Ayes 250; Noes 
72 :—Majority 2 


institutions, 
them, 
on his 
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knew she reigned in the hearts of he 
subjects, and that such influence could 
not be strengthened by the proposed 
means. Indeed, he did not feel quite 


{LORDS} 


sure that the exhibition of a youthful | 


princess, to be stared at for hours by a} 
f the people, was ex- | 


large assemblage ( 


actly the mode of a the thinking } 


portion of her subjects with strong notions 
of female delicacy and propriet y. He 
wished their Lordships would exhibit mor 
wished they 


14 


1 
courage On the occasion. He 


would approach her Maj asty, and tell her { 


how glorious an example she might set if 
she would at once do away with what had 
no connexion whatever with the real dig- 
nity of the Crown, or with her real iuflu- 
ence over the hearts of her subjects. As 
to the expense of the ceremony that was a 
subject of minor importance. Was not 
for her Majesty to expose her st 


sO nthea for an pepoulioné, however 
] 


bjects to j 
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r| shat he supposed the noble Earl was pre- 


pared to follow up the proposition by 


| moving that there ought to be no Lord 


Fitzwilliam at all. 
Petition to be laid on the Table. 


Poor-Law (IRELAND). ] 
the day having been read for a Committee 


| on the Poor-law (Ireland) Bill, 


The Earl of Roden hoped he should 
not be considered as guilty of deception 
when he said, that no noble Lord pos- 
sessed greater facilities than he did of 
knowing the general sentiments of the 
people of Ire land; and with re spect to 
this bill particularly he claimed a peculiai 

shit to that knowledge; for when he 
— i” after it had passed t throug oh th 
committce in the other House, he procured 
copies of it and sent them to Ireland, in 


order to ascertain the opinions of all 


| classes in that country upon the measure. 


much it might be required by her royal | 


predecessors in the barbarous times of our 
history. 

The Marquess of Salisbury was aston- 
ished to hear the noble Earl talk of the 
solemn compact between the sovereign 
and the nation, entered into at the coro- 
nation, as auseless pageant, fit only for 
semi-barbarous ages. [Earl Fetzwilliam: 
not the compact—the ceremonial.] He 
believed, that the general opinion of the 
people of England was entirely different 
from that of the noble Earl. What affected 
him most was, not the idle taunts of ve 
noble Earl (for idle he mu ill them), 
but that it should be publ lic] a sd ( ey to 


} 





the world that this great ae was in | 
so paltry a condition that it was unable to | 
afford a dinner to its Sovereign on so im- | 


portant an occasion. He thanked God, 
however, that her Majesty’s Ministers had 
not relinquished the sacred part of the 
ceremony; he thanked God, too, that his 
Sovereign would discharge her duty. 


| 


Lord °C loncurry thou; cht, that Ministers | 
had done quite right to kee p economy in | 


view in respect to the coronation. 
also desirable not to protract the return of 
individuals to a country from which they 
had been too long absent. 

The Marquess of Londonderry asked 
whether he was to understand the noble 


Earl opposite to be of opinion that there 
| tionable was the bill in every point of 


| 
ought to be no coronation at all ? 


Earl Fitzwilliam answered in the afirm- 
ative. 
The Marquess of Londonderry said, 


It was | 


That the bill was unpopular with all 
classes in Ireland was sufhiciently attested 
by the petitions lying on the table. All 
those petitions condemned the measure 
principally on the ground of ils giving 
most arbitrary power to irresponsible com- 
missioners, and est: iblishing a rate which 


must be Sastraniae to the property of 


half the gentry of Ireland. Instead of 
being called a bill for the relief of the 
destitute poor of [reland, it ought to be 
termes a a bill for the promotion of penury 
and agitation inthat country. The mea- 
sure ane be detrimental to the poor 
themselves, because it would inevitably 
sap the best foundation of their relief — 
ave charity. They were now living on 
the verge of a great crisis, and even in 
the vigilance of Parliament, be it ever s 
vigilant, he now saw no security whatever, 


) 
] 
i 


and he, for one, would never trust his 


That same 
Parliament 


property to such a security. 
argument of the vigilance of 


{had been used when the Irish Constabu- 


lary Bill passed that House; but what 
had been the result? Had the vigilance 
of Parliament interfered to prevent the 
Irish executive from driving from his im- 
portant situation Colonel Shaw Kennedy, 
whose sole offence was, that he had en- 
deavoured to protect his officer, Captain 
Vignolles, from the machinations of the 
Carlow priesthood, So strongly objec- 


view, that he felt he should not be dis- 
charging his duty if he did not move that 


|it be committed that day six months. 





The order of 
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1 1 


One of the provisions of the bill prop 
that the rate should be levied accordin 
the rental of the land. Now he knew 
one case in which 
the name of possessir an estate 
5,000. a-year, but who, in morta 


annuities, and charges on it, paid ai 
annually no less than 4,500/. a-year, and 
€ ynsequently only received for his ni 
500/, a-year. Now, would tl | 
ships sanction tl 7 

making this indi ul par 


Jated upon his rental, and n 
actually received from 
hoped that their Ler 
allow themselves to b fluen by t 
demon of party, but calmly and dispass! 
ately cons! ier the motion w 

now, in discharge of what | 1 mo 
solemn duty, submit to their notice. Tl 
noble Earl concluded by moving, that 
bill be committed that day six months 

The Earl of Wenchilsea had vot 

favour of the 
before their Lordships, with the view 


second re: 


expressing his approval of the prinen 
that some measure of poor-laws w 


necessary for Ireland; but in doing s 
had no intention whatever of giving 
sanction to the specific measur 
their Lordships. To several of tl 
visions of that measur he was vi 
strongly opposed, and, above all, | 
never sanction the principle of givit 


single commission 
was confided to any ¢ branch of the 
Legislature. What ‘was the r civen 
to the commissioners? Why, that any | 
they should think proper to piss should 


be repealed unless by Act of Parlian 
What might 


Mission might adopt some rules and regu 


1 


lations which their Lordships micht efter 


be the result ? The com- 


o ‘ 
wards think of a most arbitrary and 
despotic character, but were they su 

they would be so viewe | in anothe r +] ce, 


and that their efforts to brine about t 


repeal might not be met by a refusal on 


the part of the House of Commons. Ev 
though the English bill were a measu 
adapted to Ireland, which he d 
lieve, there were circumstances in the c 


dition of the two ¢ 


untries which would 


render the same measure unfit foi th 
In England there was a large resident 


gentry who applied themselves to 

the operation of the bill, and throuch the 
means many of its bad points wer« 
against; but in Ireland there was 


VOL, XLII. {seni} 
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also, 
more 


He was convinced, 
much 
instituted 
than if a 


onferred on different 


be selected. 
that the bill 
Peiaperoiw when a 


would operate 

rate 

scription, 
i 


was 
for acl rve Ol this de 
right ome lief were ¢ 
classes of impotent 
result of which must be to make th: 
pline of the w khouses of a totally dif- 
ferent character from that which was now 
intended. No Li gis iture—no commis- 


board of 


persons, the immediate 


Pe 
QIscl- 


Bd 1 
sioners-—no vuardians could 


ever be fairly required to introduce into the 
poor-house suc h a de Free < f Sé verity as to 
make it the test of destitution, Let the 


workhouses be what tli 7 
might—let apacious as they 
might—still, if the right to 
be regulated in the manner sometimes pro- 
posed —givin 
a claim to be supported—the workhouses 
would be filled to overhowing, and there 
would be no hop e of any vacancy in them. 
Such a mode of proceedii r would tab 


estave 
i t 


number of those 
th mM be as Cc 


relief was to 


e different classes of indigent 


lish a constructive right, and it would be 
impossible to refuse either st nee to 
the workhouse or out-door relief, because, 
by naming certain classes a right in them 
was implied. Now, this bill eave no right 
whatever: the destitute those who 
alone could claim relief, and they preferred 
their claim subject to the conditions im- 
posed by the commissioners and guardians 
of the union. He thought, however, the 
only way in which they could make it the 
interest of the rate -payers to 
guardians was to pli ice the whole 
ment on the occupiers. This bill, contrary 
to the English measure, divided the burden 
between the occupier and the landlord. 
Now, he would place the whole of the 
tithes on the landlord, and this relief to 
the occupier he would have 
lanced by imposing on him the sole 
of supporting the poor, He 
pec that this prop sal 
much favour; but he 
it was the best mode of settling the agt- 
tating question of tithes. He must oppose 
his noble Friend’s proposition, 


)! 


were 


become 


ASSECSS~ 


counterba- 
charge 
did not ex- 
with 


was as convinced, that 


} 
would meet 


Earl Stanhope, opposed as he had been 
to the unchristian and inhuman poor-law 
of this country, was unwilling, that any 
measure founded on it as a m« 
be introduced into Ireland. When he 
saw there was no native capital in the 
latter country ; that there was little hope 
it from the habits and condi- 
tion of the people; and, all, when 
he regarded the insecurity of life and pro- 


of creating 


most of 


{LORDS} 


del should | 


(Ireland ). 


2FR 
JOO 


perty, which must prevent the capital of 


any other — from being infused into 
it, he did not know + how any one with a 
show of contend, 


reason or 


that the non-employment of the labourer 
was a prool of his indi pr sition to work. 

Was it not known, that in that ill-fated 
and ill-governed country a greater degree 


of wretched: 
— 
to sl 
little 


when 


ess was to be tound than in 


civilised countries of Europe; and 


unfortunate pe isant was now obliged 


b ire 


straw, was it intend: 


earth covered with a 
d that he should, 
removed to the workhouse, be 
prived of 

hi food « 


1 
ee p on tne 


de- 
even this Scanty 
a little salt 
d, thatin th 


ild have no salt, and 


’ 


sisted of and pota- 
ee : 
VOrRIOUSE 
that the 
could 
now procure was to be diminished ? 
yt 

here was almost no extre 
which the Irish would 


he sho 
quantum of potatoes which he 
mity of distress 


not endure before 


they submitted to r7Oo into these work- 
: ; 
hous If despair should drive them 


1 . 1 
to such an alternative, those who wer 


Pts ] $ 
practically a ae d with the country 
thought that ifthe poor were prevailed on 
! ! 


to enter rhea DI , they would do so 
for the purpose of destroying them by 
them by force. Ther 


hich the 


only 
fire or demolishing 
were districts 
Government did not dare to earry the 
visions of the poor law Into operation, 
he should wish to know what district th: 
was In Ireland, even the most fav 
prosperous, and tranquil, in 
law could be carried into execution 
out violence —~ without the danger, nay tl 

certainty of open resistance. By this bill 
to the commissioners 
and despotic a character, 
that it de tated on their free-will and 
pleasure whether the landed pr 
perty of Ireland should not | 


In this country in w 
pro- 


you 


Hit 
which this 
with- 


powers were aie 


of so arbitra: 


who S 


d should or 


confiscated. Let them proceed with this 
bill, and they might be ured, that tl 

time was not far distant when the estates 
of their Lordships and of the other landed 


proprietors, whether in this country or in 
Ireland would be subjected, if not to con- 
fiscation, at least to partition. He would 
ask whether they were prepared when they 
knew what feelings the new poor-law_ bill 
had engendered—feelings which could not 
fail to be shown, perhaps, in a manner 
most formidable to encounter whenever an 
rtunity occurred—he wished to know, 
he repeated, whether they were 
to hand over, bound hand and foot, 


Opp' 
desirous 


all the 


covering ? If 
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{May 


labouring population of Ireland to the! medium of workhouses, but through works 


power of three commissioners, to dispose 
of them as they might wish or determine 
Though he was opposed as strongly as it 
was possible to the present bill, there was 
no man more anxious than he was for the 
enactment of a proper po 

land. He considered it of all measures 
the most necessary to ensure the tranquil- 
lity and welfare of that country; to he 
its wounds, to calm the 
isted, and to vive that se curity to life and 
property which, under present circum- 
stances, It was found impossible to afford, 
He went farther, and said, not only was it 
indispe nsably requisite to grant a poor law 
for Ireland, but that the 

other people, had a clear, undoubted, in- 
defeasible right to demand it 
poor-law he meant conjointly relief and 
employment, Havir 
strong opposition to the present bill 
should now state what were th 
which he thouzht ought to be adopted. It 
was undoubte dly true, that the lab surers of 
Ireland had a right to demand a poor-law ; 
but it was the duty of their Lordships to 
take care, that in deing justice to the la 


bourers of Ireland, they did not inflict in- 


r-law for Ire- 


agitation that ex 


Irish, like every 


and bya 


expressed such 





justice on the landlords and confiscat 


their property. Their Lordships ought to 
reflect that by long and culpable neglect 
this evil had now attaincd a most formi- 


dable and portentous magnitude, and if 


they admitted by a poor-law the right to 
relief in all classes of the destitute—and 
those were equally deserving of assist- 
ance who could not obtain work as well 
as those who were unable to perform it— 
the consequence would be a complete an- 
nihilation of landed property, and the ruin 
of those labouring classes whose interests 
they professed to promote. He should, 
therefore, humbly submit to their Lord- 
ships, that the right should, in the first 
instance, be limited to those who were in- 
capable of labour; that instead of thi 
present cumbrous machinery of three 


commissioners and boards of guardians, | 


the plainest, simplest, and safest plan was 
to allow the inhabitants to tax themselves 
—the protection 
imposition of too heavy burdens; and 
that the middle man should be exclu- 
sively subject to the tax, the occupier and 
landlord being exempted from it. With 
respect to the other branch of his plan 
the employment which he proposed he 
did not mean to have supplied throneh the 


surest arainst the 
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| : ; 
which woul 1 viel { L profit ble returt , such 
deepening rivers, Improving t ls and 
vast unds, the ex} ses to be deft | 
ite imposed by the grand juries, who 
\ to 1 cul ite its amount. For his own 
| he was convinced that this measure 
is so radically and entirely absurd ] 
vicious, that he could not see any hope 
of modifyina it in Committ such a 
{ is to be fit to pass. He sh ruld, 
ore, heartily support the proposition 

noble Earl for its postponement. 
Lord Fitzgerald earnestly pressed his 
ble Friend not to persevere in taking 
t ense of the House on t present 
( ision. He thought it far better that 
they should be allowed to reserve thei 
neth to amend the bill in its most im- 
portant provisions, than that he and many 
others of their Lordships sh i be f | 
to a eral division on the Bil n respect 


of many of the provisions of which he, for 
one, coul | not avre Friend. 
The Earl of Vacclesfield bh | inten led 


rave voted (as we understood) in favour 


1 ' 
with his nobi 


of the second reading of this bill, upon the 
yronnd that it was expedient to make pro- 
vision for the destitute poor of Ireland; 
but he heard remarks in the course of the 
debate as to the deduction to be made 
from such a vote, that he considered it 
and, indeed, impossible, for 
him to vote in favour of the bill; and, 
therefore, he did not vote at all. It 

peared, now, that the principle of the 
bill was, that a permanent provision should 
be made for the poor of Ireland by a com- 


That he thought was 


} 
nulsory assessment. 


] 


not the best wav of making a provision of 


the kind, and he also thought that the 
introduction of a poor-law into a country 
in which it was hitherto unknown, was in 
itself a matter requiring great caution, and 
of doubtful policy. He thought that it 
would not be prudent to introduce the 
beeged to 
rdships, that his objection 


poor-law into Treland. Hy 
their Li 


to introducing the poor-law into Ireland 


did not originate in any want of sympathy 
for the suffering poor of that c UNtry, but. 
because, in his opinion, the experience of 
poor-laws, both in this and other countries 


where they had been tried, had shown that 
they had increased pauperism, which it 
was the avowed object of such enactment 
to ameliorate or reduce. 

The Duke of We llington ~ rid, that it ap- 
peat dtoa he renerally rdmitted by all the 
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noble Lords who had addressed the House 
on this subject, except the noble Earl who 
had spoken last, that it was desirable for 
their Lordships to take into consideration, 
in the course of the present Session, the 
subject of the poor of Ireland. This sub- 
ject had also been recommended to their 
Lordships by nearlyall the petitions which 
had been presented in reference to the 
matter to both Houses of Parliament; but 
more particularly in those present d to this 
House—notwithstanding the objections 
which were stated in many of the petitions 
to the provisions of this particular mea- 
sure. ‘This measure came up to their 
Lordships, having passed the other House 
of Parliament by a very large majority— 
the largest majority, he believed, which 
had agreed on any subject for a consider- 
able number of years—it had been under 
discussion in a former Session, and during 
four months of the present Session—it had 
been supported by her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment—and it had been considered in the 
other House as well as in this solely on its 
merits, and without reference to any party 
considerations; he would, therefore, hum- 
bly submit to their Lordships that, having 
given this bill a second reading, it was 
expedient for them to allow it to go into 
Committee, and there state and consider 
all the objections which would be raised 
against any of the clauses, and then amend 
them, if they thought fit. Their Lord- 
ships might consider the bill again In its 
future stages, and if it did not then meet 

with their Lordships’ approval, they might, 
if they thought fit, postpone it to a future 
Session. But, in the meantime, their 
Lordships should deal fairly with the 
bill, and let it have consideration. He 
would beg leave to submit that those who 
intended so to deal with this bill as that it 

should not further be taken into considera- 

tion, were bound to introduce another bill 
on this subject in the course of the present 

Session, and within the period in which 

the committee, taking into account also 
the holidays, would be likely to be sitting 
on the bill, He knew the noble Earl 

(Earl Stanhope) could do so now if he 
thought proper; for he had already given 

the sketch of a measure on this subject to 
their Lordships. There had, likewise, been 

a commission on the subject, out of whose 
inquiries and recommendations, if ap- 

proved of, there could be little difficulty 

in framing a bill. After all which had 

been said and done in the other House of , 
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arliament, and also in their Lordships’ 
House, another bill must be brought in, if 
it were intended to reject the present 
measure. He had some amendments to 
propose in the bill, but he thought they 
should give it fair play, and not allow 
party or any other extraneous considera- 
tions to influence them in their treatment 
of this subject. 

Earl Stanhope thought the noble Duke 
overlooked the circumstance that he could 
not bring in such a bill, because it related 
to the raising and expenditure of public 
money. He should have no cebjection, 
however, to move a series of resolutions on 
the subject as the groundwork of a bill. 

The Marquess of Londonderry said, 
that the noble Duke having spoken of the 
large majority by which this bill had been 
carried in the other House of Parliament, 
he begged to point their Lordships’ atten - 
tion to the coustruction of that majority. 
The noble Marquess was then proceeding 
to read over a list, referring to the coun- 
ties whose Members had voted on this 
subject, when 

The Earl of Mansfield rose to order. 
He apprehended that no part of the pro- 
ceedings in the other House of Parlia- 
ment should be made the subject of com- 
ment in this House. 

The Marquess of Londonderry bowed 
to the opinion of their Lordships, and 
would not press the point. 

The Marquess of Clanricarde defied 
the supporters of this bill to support it by 
any calculations—he defied them to show 
that the feeling of Ireland was in favour 
of it, or that the bill, if passed, could be 
made to work in any part of her Majesty’s 
dominions. He could assure their Lord. 
ships, that the landowners and gentry of 
Ireland entertained the firmest conviction 
that their Lordships would either throw 
out or materially alter this bill. To show 
the alarm which prevailed in Ireland on 
this subject, he knew as a fact that pro- 
ceedings were already being taken to a 
very great extent for ejecting tenants of 
the poorer class. The objections he enter- 
tained against this measure were so inter- 
woven with every clause, from the pre- 
amble to the end, that it would be 
impossible for them adequately to be con- 
sidered in time. He should, therefore, 
certainly persist in moving an instruction 
to the Committee after the motion of the 
noble Earl was disposed of, 

Lord Wynford did not consider that 
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this bill pledged the House to grant relief 
to the poor of Ireland in any particular 
mode, and he was desirous of going it 

committee, in order that they might in- 
quire in what mode relief could be best 
administered. posed 
to giving an English board of commis- 
sioners the 


ito 


He was strongly op 


revul atin o 
ceedings of the Irish boards of guardian 
He did not think that this p 
measure could be satisfactory to the peopl 
of Ireland. He must also say, that hi 
could not consent to the workhouse sys- 
tem, which in this bill \ il 
the English bill; for by this bill no out- 
door relief whatever could bi SIV n, and 
their Lordships knew that in many cases 
out-door relief was far less expensive than 
compelling persons requiring relief to enter 
the workhouse. The bill, it stood at 
present, was a mockery and an insult to 
the people of Ireland; for whilst they 
admitted that there y 
paupers in Ireland, this bill provided the 
means of relief for not more than 80,000. 
If only 80,000 persons were relieved, 
when 2,000,000 required relief, thi | 
were left without relief would fi 
situation than at prese 
contrast. There was another 
bill which appeared to him very object 
able. ' 
property was exempt d from the paymet 
of poor-rates. Now, he did not see why 
mortgragees should not contribute to 
rates as well as others; and when the 
was in committee he would p 
clause to that effect. He would vote for 
going into committee; but he begged not 
to be understood to concur in those parts 
of the measure to which he had referred 
by the vote which he was about to give. 

The Marquess of Clanricarde moved 
as an amendment to the amendment before 
the House, ‘‘ That it be an instruction to 
the committee to limit the relief to be 
afforded under this bill to the cases of 
orphans of tender age, or persons who, 
through old age or bodily infirmity or 
defect, are unable to support themselves.” 

After a short discussion as to whether 
an amendment could be moved upon an 
amendment, the Earl of Roden withdrew 
his amendment, and the Marquess of 
Clanricarde postponed his amendment 
until the House was in Committee. 

The House in Committee. 

On the question that the preamble be 
postponed, 


power of the pro- 


irt 


1S Worse f 


as 


were 2,000,000 


in 


worse 
part of the 
i 


By the bill as if stood, mortgage 


bill 


ropose a 


of 
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Karl Fitzwilliam wished at this 
to state his views of the alteratio 
ought to be made in the bill. It 


to him, judging from. the 


period 
us which 
red 


if 


appea 
oO preamble, th 
levislators did not like very much to state 


1 


the grounds on which they were proceed- 
) for this pre ambi mer V tal 2 t f 

was expedient to provide for tl I 

effectual relief of the destitute poo 
lrelan [It was proposed to vest th 
I ration of the bill in t ls of 
p -law commuission¢ wd ip- 
to him, that th | i ( n 

4 f Enola d and W a 
he best original ithority thes uld hat 
I i\dministration of tl bill, into 
whatever shap it should moulded. 
In order to know this, he thoucht it 
desirable, that they should alter the 
preambie of the bill, for he thought, that 
their Lo Iships ought to have in their 
minds the grounds on which they thought 
it desirable to legislate. The preamble 
which he would propose to prefix to 
th bill, was the tollowi 2 etfect :— 
Vy is there are no funds which ean 
be legally appli | to the relief of destitut 
Pp I Is in lrel nd, and whet is tl re are 
18) | bl officers Tf ) sib! iO care 
and ief of such destitute persons; and 
\ s such poor and d t sons 
i ( thi ieh d or bodily — 
firn ty rel lered incapabl ron iaining 
themselve _- and whereas l X| dient 
that some remedy should be devised fo1 
the same; be it therefore enacted, that 
the Pp or-law commissioners sh take 
such and such ste ps.” He thought that, 


in the first place, it would be 
that the poor-law commissioners should 
divide the whole of Ireland into such 
districts or unions as should be most con- 
venient for the administration of this bill, 
in whatever form they should ultimately 
He should, therefore, after 


desirable, 


pass it. it 
was agreed to, postpone the preamble, 
move, that the first clause of the bill be 


> of introducing a 


omitted, for the purp 


clause to this effect. 


Preamble postponed 

Q)n the first claus 

Che Earl of Wicklow wished to inquire 
f the noble Viscount (Viscount Mel- 
bourne) how it was intended, that the 
commissioners should ca ry this law into 
effect? Their Lordships knew that the 
commission would expire at the end of 
five years from its first date, and he 
should, therefore, like to know what 
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security the Government could give 
Ireland, that this measure would be placed 
in the hands of the commissioners to be 
carried into effect ? 

Viscount Melbourne said, that they 
passed the English bill, in the confidence 
that the poor-law commissioners would 
be continued. The best authority he 
could give for this, was the general ap- 
probation of the country. 

Earl Fitzwilliam said, his decid 
nion was, that this bill ought 
administered through the medium of t 
poor-law commissioners as estal lished 
He thought it desirable that the ultimate 
authority of appeal should be in England, 
not Ireland, however desirable it might be 
to have an off-set from Somerset-house 
sitting in Dublin. The mode in which 
he would suggest to amend the first 
clause would to insert these words, 
“That the poor-law commissi for 
England and Wales be empowered, and 
are hereby required, to form districts or 
unions throughout Ireland, for 
of the disabled and destitute poor; and 
whereas it appears that the boundaries of 
counties, baronies, and parishes, may not 
always contain the most convenient lin 
for such districts; be it enacted, that no 
regard be had, except where convenient, 
to such boundaries, and that no parish o1 
townland be divided between two or more 
districts, but that in all cases the wl 


led opi- 


to be 


be 


ners 


Dits 


every townland be comprised within the | 


same district or union.” He should 
pose that the discussion on all the clauses, 
until the 41st, should be postponed, and 
that they should at once proceed to dis- 
cuss the 4Ist clause. He intended 
substitute the word ‘‘almsho 
** workhouse.’ He intended, also, 
strike the word “destitute” out of 
3d, 6th, 15th, and 17th clauses, 

Lord Fitzgerald thought 
‘ poorhouse ” would be better. 

Earl Fitzwilliam would adopt the sug- 
gestion, 

Lord Lyndhurst supported the post- 
ponement of the first clause. 

The Marquess of Londonderry thought, 
from the manver in which the noble Earl 
was acting with respect to the bill, that 
he was rather “a snake in the grass.” 
He was satisfied that their Lordships 
would do nothing with the bill, but would 
make it one of the most abominable bills 
that had ever passed that House. 

The Marquess of Clanricarde was in 


pro- 


for 
to 
the 


use ” 


the word 


the relief 


1ole of 


to} 
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favour of their immediate discussion of 
ithe 41st clause, as it contained the prin 


| ciple of the bill. 

The Marquess of Lansdowne, considered 
that all the clauses ought to be postponed 
to the 41st clause. When they decided 
that, they might know what alterations it 
was necessary to make. 

Lord Fitzgerald supported 
ponement of the clauses. 

Earl Stanhope was against 
ponement of the clauses. 

Their Lordships divided : —Contents 
101; Not-Contents 4: Majority 97, 

Clauses postponed. 

On the 41st Clause, 


the post- 


the 


post- 


Earl Fitzwilliam proposed, that the 
word ‘*workhouse” should be altered 
into * poor-house.” The mode in which 


he proposed to alter the 41st clause was 
this, ** That when the commissioners shall 
have declered that any poorhouse” (instead 
of workhouse) ‘be fit for the reception 
of the poor’ (leaving out the word destitute) 
and not before, it shall be lawful for the 
their discretion, but subject 
in all cases to the orders of the 


vuardians at 
commis- 


sioners, to take order for the relieving 
(leaving out the setting to work) ‘such 


persons in the poorhouse” (leaving out the 
words) ‘‘ destitute and unable to maintain 
themselves.” ‘To this clause he proposed 
to add the proviso—provided, also, that it 
shall not be lawful for the guardians to 





receive persons into the poorhouse of the 


district or union, unless such persons shall 


be (and he should be prepared to enumer- 
ate them) either blind, or deaf, or dumb, 
or deprived oftheir joints, legs, or arms, or 
paralytic ; or if a man that he should be 
above the age of sixty years; or if a woman, 
over fifty years; or an orphan, under 
twelve years; and if persons not coming 
within this dese ription be received by the 
guardians of the poorhouse, it shall | 

lawful for any three or more of the ee 
payers to appeal against the rate, and such 
rate shall, if the fact be proved before the 
justices at quarter Sessions, be quashed. 
By this he proposed to give a remedy 
against the guardians, if they admitted 
improper persons into the poorhouse. He 
had also to observe, that though he had 
taken much pains in the specification, yet 
he thought it was extremely probable that 
the enumeration was imperfect, and he 
should not object to receive any sugges- 
tions which noble Lords might offer him 





upon this point. He felt the highest 
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respect for the Irish peopl It was im- posed enti on t Ch. 
' possible to have any intercourse with them, | noble Earl can | : 

and more particularly with thelower clas nent sa d. 

and not be inspire | ita love for thei iW { | 

kind and benevolent qual But h right to ask f | itu- 

all his admiration of the Irish character, tion se from want of , eal 

he did believe, that if their Lord hips s- | ital from bodily infirmity at i itecould 


tablished a compulsory rate for the relief not justified to allow s 1 man to 
of the poor 1n that country, if they | Lilt tary for want of such relref. ine 


workhouses, and gave to any person who | was no need to establish workhouses as a 
might be in a state of destitution a right t lestitut in Ii iuse if 
claim relief, it would be an ex} nent te that th were t ions 
only dangerous with rd t ] lreland actually s ving f l 
payers, but mischievous in the h Lit: 1 to suifer such a state of t Mug 
degree with regard to those in whose to go on would be neither ! less 
favour such a system of relief \ esta- tha { il mu ; Ireland could 
blished. If there was a country in ney n a stat f quiet u | capital 


world in which it Was CeSli re tt if upon \V it il | t ar mnt i ad that 





men to look toiheir « 1 resources he ut y provi-~ 
should say, that t i nt s fi wd l to t il 
He believed t | impos- | [i l ( of 
sible to establish a s of khouse. th ba | lp 

relief mong that p ) without being In r 1-W 1 in spl f the Or 
driven in avery short time to ¢1 Out- t ld tend t Dp verity 
door relief also. ‘The est hing of in- was, toag¢ t extent, the result of th 
door-relief for the able-bodied was founded poor-law. If |} od alo he should 
upon the princip f « ( ( Dp th nendment of t} Karl 
part of the able-bodied. \ rrant hi | | Fitzge 1 Ves eply 
that principle, and let | LV rk- | al s to lain the 1 h 
houses in the ditkeren ricts th felt of d i” from thi bl] Duke 
country full, and then let ther eof at Va of tl nobl ( 

those famines from which I j as \ lly ¢ ur! d vas 
hardly exempt for a single year, and h iso deepls xious for the p le of Tre- 


should consider that man very neu laud, that th ,ordships s | not adopt 


indeed if he « xpect d to | 3 OVE t i t us t 1s f a O 
months without being compelled to grant | l, wl vould mock t le of 
] { | : . , } ! 


that very out-door relief, the consequ 


of which Mr. Nicholls had told t F $1 ( f] 

ships would be to convert the whole mas \ of th US th 
of the Irish population it 1 1 | Ib sle 
paupers. If he were to | dled upen sed id 
nention the country in which he t uch met Nothing « id ve d Oo us 
a poor-law could be safely introduced, han t 1s 
should say, that it ought to . country th nmissi s; and was 


in which wealth, or at least ¢ my { , | not ext dina inst 
was the rule, and destitution the exception. | v the Gov ment had determined to 


Now, noone could say, that this was the | legislat S they did so 1] 
present state of Ireland He sincerely | t \ S I ( trary to 
hoped that it would one day beso Dut in 1€ Of of th mn ers t yn- 
Ireland he believed everybody would ad- so ft vid o 
mit that poverty was the rule, andcom- | This Sel ion was applica to all 
petency the exception. He did not agree | parts of itl upon th Ss on 


with the noble Earl opposite the Earl of | which there was a concurrence of opiniot 


Wicklow) who was equally with himself | bet n the commissioners juire 

connected with the counties of Wexford | into the state of the poor, ard Mr. Nichol: 
and Wicklow, in the opinion that th Ch s in 
whole burden of the rate ought to go upon hi iey both cone J h 
the tenant; on the contrary, his 0] jually overthrow Go 
was, that the rate ought to be ims/ment. In the st] regarded 
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important question, | 
Nichols agreed | 
relieving 


emigration, on that 
the commissioners and Mr. 
that it was the only means of 
the distress which from a 
abundance of population. ‘They recom- 
mended, that means should be afforded 
by the State,to relieve this superabundance 
But this great recommendation was en- 
tirely left out of the bill, the excep- 
tion of the taxation of Is. Let their 


| a 1] 4 Rd Sadan wonld 
sordshins recoliiect, that emigration would 


arose 


with 


necessarily 





poverished di I 
addition to the ot least be 
e, and this with 
ment—without the 
to protect themselve Ss, aiter they had in- 
curred the expense arising from relieving 
themselves from their own superabundant 
population, immediately over- 


Out any law Ot ett] e- 


+ at 
rate-payers be ing able 


from being 


1 


whelmed by incursions from the next 
barony or tow vnland, and thus having the 
void ‘ited up which they had voluntarily 


charged themselves to create. Such was 
the result of the joint re 
the commissioners, and Mr, 
the head of emigration. The next point 
on which they agreed was, the 


Nichols, on 


promotion 


of industry and labour, by en the 

. ate) Anh | eer ne Bet lid 
por ron usetul puoric WOrKS ; Cie 
consider, that if the Gover ad 





turned its attentn n to the ubiect, some 


r¢ sae ange be obtained. here was an- 
other p tion, which was made by the 
siihubtiace ners, which deepl coneerned 


the people, and the poor of [rel and, which 

was connected with the clause under thei 

Lordships’ consideration, more particularly 

if thei L, rdships adc pted the 

of the nobl ly, with regard 
} 


the medic: | 


proposition 

Earl—ni im¢ 
il charities of Ireland. Far be 
it from him to underrate the distress which 
existed in that country—he would not say 


it had been exagge rated, because that 

term would imply a desire to say more 

than truth could justify; but he would 
Ly, that uistress hi d | n hi hiv ¢ colours d 
: . } 1 1 s 

by sanguine and benevoient men. He 

certainly should be olad to see some of 

the en nents of this bill connected with 


these charities, so 
those 


that the guardians, and 
who had the care of the poor, should 
charities. From an aecount which he held 
in his hand, it appeared that in the year 
before last, the aggregate amount levied, 
by grand jury presentinents for these cha- 
rities, was 155,000/., ind pe ndent of dis 
lunatic asylums, fever hospitals, 


J 
pensaries, 


ommendation of 
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and the House of Industry in Dublin, 
| which latter establishment was carried on 


; at an expense of 20,0002. per annum, and 


supers | 


| which 





| were thrown 
| should concur 


| 


all of which were supported by voluntary 
contributions. Into the fever institutions, 
it appeared, in the year 1836 there hau 
been received above 30,000 patients, while 
the number of external patients relieved 
amounted to no less a number than 
1,240,000. He was far from desirous of 
understating the 
prevailed in Ireland, but 
tress was rather partial than general. But 
he must not be told by any man, par- 
by those who had not visited that 
that no provision was made 

assist and poor, when he had 
shown, that in one year, no less a number 
: 1n 1,240,000 exte Thal patients had been 
clieved by these charities. He regretted, 
ne oy that these charities had not 
yeen connected with some of the enact- 
ments of the bill, and he should not be 
deterred, at a future stage of it, from pro- 
posing some amendments, in order to con- 
nect them. He certainly should have 
proposed an amendment to the present 
clause, if he had not been anticipated by 
the noble Earl, and he yet might be in- 
clined to do so, if the object were not 

namely, to meet the case of 
lings, and unprotected orphans, and 
to give power to the guardians, and those 
who had charge of the poor, to apprentice 
and provide for starting them in life, in 
some manner or other. It had been stated, 
is one of the greatest arguments in favour 
( Aone bill—and it must be effected by the 
‘ted at all—that the 


underrating or distress 


that dis- 


ticularly 
country, 
relieve the 


t 
i 


4 


clause, if effec 


tls 
>| effe af would be to interest noble Lords to 
ff 


afford an asylum to those who were ejected 
from their lands. Now, if small holdings 
into large ones at once, he 
in that argument to a cer- 


tain extent. But he asked their Lordships 


| whether the consequences that were likely 


to arise from the operation of the bill were 
not in direct opposition, and calculated to 
a contrary effect ¢ Let not Mi- 
those who confided in 
they had voted a poor- 


nroduce 
' . 
nisters Suppose, O1 


them, that when 


| law for Ireland, they had done their work, 
have a share in the management of these | 





they would have but just begun it. The 
proposition was, to enact a poor-law,which, 
whether from mistaken views, or from want 
of information, was reviled by every class 
and every description of residents in Ire- 
land. He did not mean to say, that all 
the grounds of objection urged against 
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the bill were maintainable, but its effect | 
would be, to excite a people that were | tural that the noble Lord, with the 


naturally excitable—to cause combination 
where confederation was but too common 
to increase agitation among those who 
never could refuse to obey such a eall; 
and the result would be, to endanger, in a 
tenfold degree, the peace and 
that country. It would be ten tim: 
fatal to the happiness of the lower class 
and would operate, in a ti 
alienate the affections of th 
tions it was the avowed object of the bill 





SCCUTILY OT 


Ss more 


» 1 ’ 
nfold decree, t 


1 
> whos 1ifTeC- 


to cement. Did any man believe, that re- 
lief would not be called for by n th 


80,000 persons? In th 
tution in Dublin, the allowance per 
was 2}d. a day, or 4/, per year, and that 
was the lowest rate at which human life 
could possibly be supported. Th 
the allowance under a system adopted 
there, because those who had the man 
ment, were not aware to-day what t 
funds might be a fortnight hen 
was found to be the lowest at which human 
life could be supported. What, then, 
would be the expense, taking the numbe1 
of paupers at the erroneous calculations of 
Government, exclusive of workhouses, ex- 
clusive of the erection of public build 
exclusive of the expense of the staffs 


mah 


Is Was 
we- 
he 


e, and If 


’ 


the other expenses of the boards of dl 
jans. He called on the House not 
make a rash and fruitless experiment —! 


called them either to try the experi- 
ment on the scale laid down by the nob! 
Earl’s amendment. He implored th 
not to hold out a hope to the peo; 
Ireland which they did not intend to 
realise. If they did not intend to make 
this a measure of full relief, then he im- 
plored them not to lay a foundation in the 
bill which they were not prepared to build 


on 








on. Let them remember, that there was 
but one petition in favour of the bill 
innumerable petitions against it, That a 


} 


succeeded E 


similar bill had in England, 
with the aid of the landed proprietors, was 
no reason why this bill should succeed in 
Ireland, especially when it was remem- 
bered, that the feeling of the landed 
prietors in Ireland was against the bill. 
Heregretted much that he should diiferfrom 
the noble Duke (the Duke of Wellinet 

on the question; but it was his consolation 
to know, that ever since the Irish House 
of Commons had become a part of the 
imperial Legislature of Great Britain, he 
had endeavoured to discharge his duty. 


pro- 
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Viscount Melbourne said, il was nae 
deep 
i 


felt for Irelai 


c 


id, should 
first Opportunity of expressing 
rthis bill. Tf there 


interest which he 
seize the 


his sentiments o1 


that d 


were 


unger which the noble Lord appre- 
hended, would the mere difference be- 
\ th la as it stood, and as the 
ble } proposed to amend it, avert 
t danger? The noble Lord » had 
10 t im Iment at the 1 gr of 
{ hich would have th t of 
put yr anend to the bill, said, that when- 
ve nt t lowest cabin, | 
| un} ilar; its provisions 
dis} 1, and feared; it was nota 
ll ofa po} ulat aspect. So ilso the 43rd 
of Elizabeth was reck d a very coercive 
and unpopt lar act at the time that it 
pass d, ind the « pression ind the disci- 
pline which it enforced were considered in 
the opinion of the multitude, greatly to 
counterbalan the relief which it held 


d be en 


out. Government ha cordemned 
for exciting great expectations in Ireland, 
by the declaration of their intention to 
establish a poor-law and relief bill. On 
the other hand, they were condemned for 
producing great hostility, and great alien- 
tion t the Saxons in Ireland. They 

| not be liable to both accusa- 
{ I xh he had great respect for 
t p ple, | had not 
| ust 1 to rest his support of a 

sure on the number of petitions in its 
favour. If this measure itself were founded 
in reason, and likely to confer a benefit on 
Ireland, he had no doubt that the preju- 
dice would fade away, and the good sense 
and reason of the peo} le would see the 
advantages which it conferred on the 
country, and induce them to render every 


assistance to c and make 


irry itinto effect, 


it useful. Not intending to follow the 
noble Lord through all his arrzuments, he 
must say, that it was impossible to concur 
In th ane nd C ea Ch ett ct of the 
amendment was, to deny relief to the 


: 
‘they micht 
in pove rty, 


the 


] 
ved, 


Im tent, nd those affi | hand 
y ) y * Y TT! 7 os an | , , re 
of ProvipENCE. Phe proposition was 
ry :; | indeed. tl 
very LUSIDOIE and was, maceda th) OrTi- 


sinal intention of the act of Elizabeth 


= ? 
but the dis netion Was roun to be 
impossible. The noble Lord put amongst 


those whom he proposed to relieve, the 
deaf and dumb. of the 


Now, some 











371 


hi 


an 


men he 
dumb, 


strongest 
deaf and 
active and 
Lord said, that 
weakness, and lie proj 
sixty, and a woman at 


\ 


titled to relief. Phi 
greatest possible absu 


men failed at fo 


Poo) - L 


intelligent. 


age Was 


(Ww 


id 


1 the y were 


evel Werte 
beth 
noble 


; cone 
the criterion of 


BCE. 


Then the 
vosed that a man at 
fifty, should 
iid work the 


raity, because some 


»] W { 


hers at sixty, and it 


was in possible to calculate th pP riod at 
which the right to relief should com- 
mence, In the next } lace, ¥ b cou | Ss ly 
what degree of lameness should entitle a 
man to relief? After all, you run the 
risk of fraud and impo Lure, avainst which 
it was hardly possible for any vigilance to 
cuard. It was th visest and most pru- 


> 


7 


dent thing t 


and he could by no means consent to ade 
the amendment which had been moved by 
his noble Friend, 

Lord Brougham \ ‘ th I 
noble Viscount said, that he was against 
adopting the amendment of the nobl 
Earl, but why he w inst it, he 
did not deign to 1 i the Hor i 
particular reasous, if he had any, for in 
ducing him to maintata his opinion in fa- 
vour of universal relief, rather than of li- 
mited relief, he did not. stat Why he 
was for his own opinion, unsupported by 


argument, and not w 


suggestion and 0} 


inion 


supported as it had been in a 


and == argumentativ 


uling to adopt th 
of his noble Friend, 


i most abl 
sp ch, h (| | 


srougham), could not tell, for th bi 
Viscount left them in the k as to wh 

he came to the conciu ns, Ol by what 
path he had groped his way tothem. All 
the knowled h ild gather fror 

spe ch y , that some or other, but tl 

noble Viscount did not deien to ¢ v how, it 


a} peal ea t ti nobl Viscountth yueht 
was sufficientthathe had cometo a different 
conclusion; but the result was, that he 


did 


faith that was in him. 


1 
not choose tO lV 


to the arguments of his n¢ 


other noble Lords, 
also relied the f; 
noble Viscount, and o1 
was prepared 


on 


that had been propose 
that had been 
able. [** No, no rT 

w of an attempt 


! 
+}, 


tueil 


shad 
answer them, and 
fied in assuming, the: 


swered. He could | 


to vote for the am 
UU. The 


‘ ld . 
aqaguced 


iend, and 


icts Ss 


Sam ; Lae it 
1 ihese grounas, he 
} 
endment 
] 


+ 


arguments 


] 


1, Were unanswer- 
it any rate, not a 
had been made to 
Civ! he \ as justl 


i 
could not be an- 


ise the speech of 


-en- | 


fLORDS} 


(Treland ). Ay 


the noble Viscount for the qualities whic! 
t did possess; but he could not praise it 
or those which it had not, and it had not 

Bass 


} , 
Shadow of rea n 


I 
e 
i 


one or 


argument, i 


arriving at bis conclusion— indeed, not 
single attempt was made to answer tl 
arguments for the amendment by a sing! 
yument. 


doubtedly this was a very imp 


svl| ible or shy WwW Ol al 


yrtant qu 


tion, and therefore, instead of proceedii 
t, that | 
| pul sue, would be to move an 


the 


) 
: 1 
he had some thouel the best cours 


that he cou! 
1 I debate, to allow 


\ajournment of 


nds Of this measure to 


make up th 
minds, or at any rate to vet together some 


2) } =. if 
Ol it, perhaps, HOw 


intended to do that which 


did in the debate last Monday,— 


namely, vote in opposition to the argu 
ments, No doubt the great majority of 
noble Lords had their reasons for not 
voting with the mu rity of twenty that 
livided agains: the bill; but they did not 
choose to give any reasons for so doing 
ind, therefore, he was quite at a loss t 
understand the cou they would that 

{ second read- 


Monday, the noble Vis- 
count made a most able and attractiv 
not atte mpt to arcu 

ints 5 and the noble 
of the C 
by the 


yunell 


imple set noble 


in pursul exactly the sam 
course, an 1 nobl Lords voted in a mass 
for t second ( sine, but whvy sO } 
knew not, for no re ns had been given 
Pet - 5 ver, they deferred their rea- 
ns until they | i the arguments tha 
fwere that night to be delivered on th 
ibject; it theref appeared to him 


that the most advisable course that could 


| be pursued, would be to have an adjourn- 
ment, to give noble Lords time to collect 


addition | 


their reasons the bil! 


recommending 


make up their minds on this question, 
ind thus give v ht to the decision of 
the House on this most important sul 
ject. ‘The people, also, for whose benefi 





ind advantage this bill was intended, wer 
obdurate as to its reception, and the nob! 
he thought, 


asserted that he was glad that it 


Viscount, most strangely as 
was nol 
1use it would show, that th 
could 
by. popular 
en no pe titions on 
put a 


popuiar, vec : 
were consider it 


cla- 


impartial, and 
uninfiuenced 

had b 
would be a 
great number of petitions had been pre 


mour. If there 
} 


subject, it reason, 
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sented against it, and none for it: | 
therefore could not see the consistency 
the noble Viscount in assumine, that 
could lead him to form a deliberat 

ment on it, unless, indeed, the noble Vi 


count, at the same time, said, that he 


not care for the popular voice—that he 


1} 


was perfectly indifferent to the popular 
aura. If such was his opinion, he mi 


then, with some degree of propriety, turn 


round to the noble president of the cou 
who was near him, and exclainm,—* W 
foolish thing have I said or done, that 
so much applauded.” 

with reference to this m 

throw up his hat and excla “TY 
hurra! I have at last | 

brilliant thing; 1 | 


= 


a most successful measure, for 
for me, and everybody i inst m 
He (Lord Broughain), |} 

in other sp culations with 

count; and now, for the first time 

28th of May, 1838, the nol \ 

who was still a minister of the « 

the head of the Governinent, | ma 
the sage discovery, that it 

have no petitions in favour of 

which he was anxious to carry into ef! 
and he now, for the first time, d 
that it was better that they should 
have a popular voice, for or against at 


sure, as they could the better com to a 


calm conclusion, without such assistar 
Certainly it appeared to him, that tl 


Viscount had got a new licht on t 
matter, not only since the riod wl 
they acted together in the ad 

for then he did not believe the noble V 
count entertained such a dislike of 


pular support; but even since last Mon- 
day, this new light had come over | 

because the noble Viscount dwelt on the 
necessity of carrying this measure in con- 
formity with the popular voice in England 
as well as Ireland. He could not praise 
both the speeches of the noble Viscount, 
and he confessed he oe tly pre ferred that 
of last Monday, for he said We 
great importance that they should carry 
along with them the public o] 


t 
country; and, above all, of Ireland, for 


which country the measure was intended 
and framed. This was a more sound and 


inion of thi 


statesman-like view of the question than 


that which he had that night « xpressed 


He trusted, however, that they would | 


pause before they sanctioned this measur 
which was intended to benefit the peopl: 


; 
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others, chiefly interested in the well-being 
and prosperity of Ireland, and whose fate 
was knit up in this measure —all these had 
spoken, and given evidence and counsel 
to you in this most serious point, on which 
men could give an opinion, and they all 
agreed in condemning this measure. 
Listen then to them, and attend to the 
wishes of the people of the country ; 
and act not upon a bias in favour of 
one system or another, when you have 
the machinery and the law to create, 


and above all to conciliate the feelings | 


of the people to it. There was, how- 
ever, another reason stronger than ail 
the others put together. They had had 
experience of the working of a system 
of general and indiscriminate relief in 
this country. Should that be thrown 
away. They had had for the last sixty 
years the system of unlimited relief in 
England, and they had scarcely now 
escaped from the almost ruin and de- 
Struction that it brought upon the country. 
Let them beware, then, how they neg- 
lected the experience of the past, and, 
before they attempted to appy the prin- 
ciple to lreland, recollect, that England 
had hardly yet escaped from the evils 
that resulted from the system of un- 
limited relief. He implored their Lord- 


ships to profit by experience; to avoid | 


the ruin which the system of indiscri- 
minate relief had nearly involved this 
country in; to confer on Ireland the 
blessings which the Scottish system of 
limited relief had bestowed on Scotland, 
to save her from the curse of the old 
English poor-law. 
Debate adjourned to Thursday. 


ee 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, May 28, 1838, 


MinutEs.] Bill. Read a third time:—Regency Act 
Amendment. 

Petitions presented. By Alderman THompson, from New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, by Mr. C. Lusnineton, from places 
in Suffolk, Wicklow, &c., by Mr. BAINgEs, from Delegates 
representing Congregations in, and within twelve miles 
of London, by Sir G. STRICKLAND, several, from different 
places, by Sir J. Y. BuLLeR, from places in Devonshire, 
and others, for the Immediate Abolition of Negro Slavery. 
—By Mr. C. Lusuineton, from a place in Ayrshire, 
against further Endowments to the Church of Scotland.— 
By Sir J. Y. BuLver, and Mr. GaLLty KniGut, from 
places in Devonshire, and from the Deanery of Carlisle, 
against carrying into effect the recommendations of the 
Ecclesiastical Commissione ts.— By Sir FRANcIs BURDETT, 
from Tradesmen of Westminster, that the Coronation be 
postponed. [Mr. GILLon offered a Petition for himself, 
as an Elector of Linlithgowshire, to suspend the issue of 
&@ Writ for that county, in consequence of Captain J. 
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Negro Apprenticeship. 376 


Hope having accepted the Chiltern Hundreds, but it 
being considered irregular for a Member to present hi 
own Petition, Mr. GILLon withdrew it.] 


Necro ApprenticesHiP.] The ordet 
of the day for taking into consideration the 
matter of the proceedings of the House of 
the 29th and 30th of March, and the 22d 
| of May relative to the Negro Apprenticeship 
in the West Indies having been read, 

Sir George Grey said, that in rising, it 
pursuance of a notice given on Thursday 
night by a noble Friend near him, h 
deeply felt the responsibility which devolved 
on him, as the official representative in th 
House of Commons of that department of the 
| Government with which the subject of the 
resolutions he should have the honour to 
propose was more immediately connected, 
in having to ask the House to adopt those 
resolutions which the Government felt it 
their duty to bring forward. He felt this 
responsibility deeply, not from any doubt 
as to the propriety, expediency, justice, or 
even humanity, of the course which the 
Government felt it their duty to adopt, or 
from any hesitation whatever as to the 
propriety of the course which it was his 
duty now to recommend to the House, but 
he felt it on account of the immense magni- 
|tude of the interests connected with the 
question—interests, as stated by the right 
hon. Baronet (Sir R. Peel) the other night, 
| not of a pecuniary nature only, but aftect- 

ing the present and future welfare of hun- 
| dreds of thousands of our fellow-subjects— 
| objects of the justice, the sympathies, and 
| Solicitude of that country and of Parliament, 
| who, long subject to degradation and op- 
| pression, were now rapidly passing from 
| that state to the possession and enjoyment 
| of the privileges of British subjects and of 
| freemen. He was sure that those interests 
would now, as they had heretofore, re- 
ceive from that House a patient and con- 
} siderate attention. He was assured, that in 
|bringing the subject again before the 
| House, as it never had so it never would— 
| whatever might have taken place elsewhere 
| —be discussed with any admixture of per- 
‘sonal or party feeling. It had been dis- 
| cussed and considered by men of all parties, 
differing widely in political sentiments, 
with reference exclusively to those interests 
which it was their duty to consider, and 
which they would never sacrifice to exter- 
nal threats, or the injudicious zeal of 
honest advocates. He would not allude 
to the imputation of motives which 
had been -cast upon the Government, 
and which they might well scorn; 
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neither would he allude to the language 
that had been used elsewhere, for he well 


y 28} 


1 established, that to the extent to which 
the contract had been violated, th 
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Parlia- 


remembered the eloquent protest that had | ment would give a remedy; but that to 


been uttered on the motion of the hon. 


agalnst 


Jaronet, the Member for Yorkshire, 


mixing this question up with political feel- 


ing, and making it subservient to party pur 
poses ; ’ 
days since, and before a less favourable au- 
dience, the manly and gallant stand mad 
by the hon. Member for Lincolushire (Mr. 
Handley,) the long-tried and consistent 


advocate of immediate abolition had ear- 
nestly deprecated th impolicy, the injus- 
tice, and the discredit, that must arise in 


mixing up with the disc 
tion matters of a party and 
He would, therefore, pass 
merely observing that he had scen in a 
newspaper of this day a letter from an hon. 
Friend near him (Mr. Adam Smith), who 
had also been a laborious and able 
of negro rights, and of the abolition in the 
first instance of the slave-trade, and next 
of slavery—who boldly came forward and 
called upon the friends of the negro not to 
discredit the cause in which they were 
engaged by resorting to such modes of ad- 
vocacy. He should now proceed to the 
subject which he was about to bring under 
the consideration of House. It would 
be in the recollection of the House that 
after the subject had engaged much of th: 
attention of the country, after public meet- 
ings had been held in the metropolis, and 
after a memorial had been presented to 
Government, which had been laid on the 
table of the 
been held in different parts of the country 
for the purpose of influencing the decision 
of the House, a motion was brought for- 
ward on the 29th of March by his hon. 
Friend, 
motion led to a protracted discussion. The 
debate was prolonged to a late hour on the 
second night, when, after every argument 
had been exhausted, the 
what he believed to be 
sion upon the question 
consideration. ‘There were present on that 
Occasion no less than 488 —— rs, of 
whom 271 voted for the amendment he had 
the honour to propose, while 217 voted for 
the motion of the hon. Member for York- 
Shire, leaving a majority of fifty-four ex- 
pressing the sense of the House against 





} , + 
advocat« 


House-—after meetings had 


House came to 
a —— ite deci- 


the motion, and in favour of the proposi- 
tion of the i 
bodied in a bill to which the House had | : 
also given its assent. 


Government which was em- 


The principle was then | 


and he remembered, also, not many 


the Member for Yorkshire. That | 


sul mitter d for 1 i ts | 


| terestsof thecons 


pr ceed to a greater extent, would be to 
commit an act of injustice. The bill 
founded upon that proposition embraced 
every remedy which had occurred to the 








; Ree 
Government, or which had been suggested 
iin that House. Nota single division tool 
place on the prineiple of the bill, the Le. 
i I i 
rl ture t nou sserting, that it 
ae 11 : 1 } ¢ 
\W npoitl and l tO 
int th a solemn d on of the 
i l 1 Import a question 
| | 
\ l Vy did ta pia In the 
] io . 
, Ww: n a clause pro- 
] +] 1 1 } a f ae 
posed | | n. Member fo1 Hi niton to 
term the apprenticeship in the island 
7 a ¥ 
} ls l (P| b CAUSE, 
is h t was, that the cases of 
7 7 ad 7 . 1 
cruelty had n fully made out with re- 
; 1 es ee I ey, er 
spect to tha l md. pon that occasion 


the immediate abolitionists again mustered 
their strength, but were again defeated by 
a large majority. The Government, then, 
had a right to infer that, after two solemn 
expressions of the opinion of the House, 
the matter would not be seriously brought 
before the House again this Session. The 
bill having been passed, it was at once sent 
out to the West Indies, where, he had no 
doubt, it was now, in full and beneficial 


operation. j h h yn. baronet opp site n 


however, gave notice that he would again 
submit the subject to Parliament on the 
Ist i vi | { it Wa ifteri irds } C 

poned to the 22nd, a period which rendered 
it utterly imp sil le to carry the intentions 
ot t] abolitic sts into effect by the Ist of 
\ugust. ya r these circumstances there 
was an evident inditterence on the part of 


the House to enter into a ee cted debate 
upon a question which had been solemnly 
| decided and twice within a few weeks, and 
}a general impression that it would not be 
St riously ll pose d. The result was, that 
the resolution of the hon. Baronet was 
| adopted, not in a House of 4885 Members, 
but of 193, there being ninety-eight for, 


| . ‘ Se . . - 
jand ninety-five against it, le: ving a bare 
majority of three in favour of the resolu- 
}tion. Had this been a question of merely 


‘ * . } ° 
domestic concern Involving only some in- 
tituencies of hon. Memlx rs, 


he certainly beeen not have thought it 


necessary for the Gover ment to invite the 
I sid tn of the qt with thi 
view of clearing up any doubt whi h might 
] + : : PA- 
ittach to the real meaning and intentions 


of the House, Neither if the hon. Baronet 
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had submitted to the House a practical 
measure founded on that resolution—which 
he presumed the hon. Baronet must have 
contemplated—should he have thought it 
worth while t 





{COMMONS} 


o take any im liate step, 
beeause the decision ot the House could 
have been obtained on some of the stages 
of a bill for carrying the resolution into | 
effect. It would not then have been necessary | 
iri ecnicaeasinel to origin any measure 
to remove that uncertainty which might} 
exist elsewhere as to its intentions, the | 
consequences of which might be disastrous 
and ruinous. So, too, an explicit abandon- 
ment of all intention on the part of th 


hon. Baronet to propose a bill founded on 
would have been an express 


that resolution 


4 


. } . 7 . } 
avowal of the circumstances under which 


the resolution was adopted, and an acknow 

ledgment that the hon. Baronet had no 
confidence in the majority which fortuitous 
circumstances had thrown into his hand ; 
and that conviction must have passed in 
his mind, or he would not have delaved the 
introduction of su 
course taken by the hon. Baronet was cal- 


| Be £ ] 
culated to keep alive uncertainty where it 
: . A . 11 . 
was the ereatest evil that could exis 
Phat very uncertainty would keep up a 


misunderstanding among those to whom it | 


would most likely SS. vils which he 


was sure the hon. Baronet would be the 
last to create. Another not unimportant 


consideration, which ought, as it seemed to | 


him, to induce the interference of Parlia- 
ment was the delaration somewhat trium- 
pees and ostentatiously made at a late 


pul lic meeting, that from this country to| 


ihe West Indi S, int l 

on the 22nd instant, had been immediately 
communicated. EH lad to find, that 
all participation in this communication was 
disavowed by the hon. Baronet, but the 
fact was announced by. the chairman of the 


public meeting as a matter of triumph, that 
the news had been transmitted to the West 
Indies ; but he hoped, tl 1 the lonit 
the parties who received such information 
would not be mistaken, and that they 
would not be deceived by supposing that 


Parliament had declared for the liberty of 
the slave, and had decreed the immediate 


emancipation of the apy rentices, The 
result, however, of that verv meeting would 
convince the West Indians of th error of 


such a supposition, for within one hour 
after its close, the hon. ronet came down 
to that House and stated, that he was not 
prepared to introduce any measure founded 
upon that resolution—-which wa: pow rless 


lligence « : suing Ivision 
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and ineffectual without a change in the 
law made by the joint consent of both 
<i of Pusliansent, and of the Crown. 
(ny partie sending out any information 
of the intentions of Parliament in favour 
of immediate eman ip: ition, would only 
practising a delusion upon the people, 
which he (Sir George Grey) would not 
stop to deseribe. But if there was any chanc¢ 
that mist ipprehension should exist in the coe 
lonies from any quarter, or if that delusion 
sh suld be studiously encoura zed, it was thi 
duty of that House, and a dut y from which 
he trusted House would not shrink, to 
clear up all uncertainty, and to declare 
under what state of the law the apprentices 
were to remain for a period yet unexpired, 
Nn 


al 


short that period es be. He 


quarrelled not with those friends of eman- 


vever 


cipation who were the consistent, Wa warm 
and the zealous friends of liberty, but h 
did quarrel with those who would induc 

pay submission to the law 
remained unaltered. On th 
motion of his hon. Friend the Member for 
Yorkshire, the Secretary of the Wesleyan 
Mission, a society whose exertions wer 


a 
t. 
~ 


most praiseworthy, had addressed a circular 
tter to all the missionaries, stating that 
the opinion of the House of Commons had 
doubtless been come to after long consult 
ation, and they therefore urged their 
friends in the colonies, whatever might 
their opinion of the operation of the system 
yr of the refusal of Parliament, to prov: 
themselves the real friends of the negroes, 
and to urge them torefrain from all tumul- 
tuous or disorderly expressions of dissatisfac- 
tionandtourge on them a patient submission 
to the law so long as it remained unal- 
tered. This was the opinion of the real 
friends of emancipation, and they had 
visely urged every argument in their powe! 
to restrain disorder. He attached great 


weicht to the growing intelligence of t! 


people, and to the good effect of these re- 
monstrances even under the influence of a 
system of apprenticeship, which had beet 
unjustly characterised as worse and 
degrading than slavery itself. He trusted 
to this intelligence, and to the exertions of 
those missionaries to facilitate correct in 
formation of the proceedings which took 
place in this country, and to remove all 
false impressions. But it was not to the 
Wesleyan missionaries alone that the coun- 
try was thus indebted, but to other partics, 
who, holding the same sentiments as the 
t, were too honest, and who 
entertained too sincere a friendship for th: 


hon. Barone 
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y i ee. . - : 
' negroes, to foster delusion or to lead m | not \f tl i 
_ 1 ° ' 
to receive any false ! ! he : 
lutions to which t 
The mail whi h h d rr ’ 
? . 2 } | | = 
had brought nome t ! 
ta meeting over \ ‘ \\ , : 
Dendy was req ‘ hy 
took place in the | ! , 
maica, and \ crn. — 
9 OOO negroes. rt } ti 
at Salter’s Hill C! \ 
: ae Nee ; 
\pril, and tl prs 
nimously adopted t ' ‘ 
“ Ila 1b ] y 
by some newspa] t 
tices in the ] | : 
er th 1st tf A \ Cc { 
ind con tion at S ; 
. pastol il ch { | 
Baptist m \ ; 
; i 1, 1 
A HclList a ] 1 
never had t 
we are WILD? t Sl j a 
ters so lon t t t f 
force, .¥ \ pa- 
t co] y i t ~ 
1 Sir Lionel Smith, G | : 
Colonial Se 
Dver, secretary of t | 
ciety. Si , ou 
| ° 
Walter D Bay 
} 
¥ 1 re- 
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they had undergone increased their clain l ( n : i ient 
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the delusion, that by not altering the law | would be derived by an immediate change. 
they were perpetuating slavery. He had | What was the present position of the ques- 
heard the eloquent speech of the hon.| tion? Parliament having decided two 
Member for Lincoln the other evening—a | several times against forcing immediate 
speech which might have been well made | emancipation, it was hoped, that voluntary 
in 1833, before slavery was abolished ; but | manumission would go on to a great de- 
in that year it was declared to be abolished | gree ; and it was felt, that the interference 
from August 1, 1840, and was it worth | of Parliament by direct legislation would 
while to keep alive excitement and to retard expose them to the charge of breaking 
the improvement of the apprentice on the faith with the planters; for this reason the 
chance of introducing and carrying a bill, lon. Baronet the Member for Warwick- 
the only benefit of which would be, that the shire did not bring forward any motion 
apprenticeship system would be brought to! founded on his resolution ; and all th 
a termination a few months earli vhich he had since received 
the law now stood? The question had not; strengthened his opinion, that if they car- 
been put to the country in a fair way; it) ricd a bill for immediate emancipation, it 
had been kept out of sight, that slavery) would put an end to slavery under unfa- 
was abolished ; it had been stated as a! vourable circumstances, while by allowing 
question between amelioration and aboli-| the term to expire it would end most aus- 
tion, as if the apprenticeship system was aj piciously for all parties. The Virgin 
permanent substitute for slavery; but the| Islands and Nevis had already agreed to 
truth was, it was a question of time, on} immediate emancipation ; and in Barba- 
which he called for the decision of the} does, although no act had been passed, yet 
House. They had abolished slavery, and; it was so manifestly the opinion of both 
by the measure of the present session they | branches of the Legislature, that he 
had passed an act which would remedy all} believed, that an act would be passed giving 
the practical evils of the existing system. | unqualified freedom on the Ist of August, 
In this he did not rely upon his own author-| 1838. In Jamaica the events had not 
ity, but he added to his own the weight | proceeded this far, and though the cireum- 
of the authority of the co-adjutor of Wil-/| stances were different from some other colo- 
berforce, of one of the patriarchs of eman- | nies, yet an act had been received from the 
cipation, of one of the most zealous and | local Legislature carrying out to a great 
talented advocates of the rights of the ne-| extent the provisions of the law which had 
groes, the avowed organ he would not say! recently passed the House. But he was 
of the party opposed to himself, but of the | told, that he was guilty of inconsistency in 
feeling of the consistent promoters of the | deprecating the interference of Parliament, 
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welfare of the negroes. Mr. Buxton, since; and yet in recommending to the local legis- 
the motion of the hon. Baronet near him | latures measures upon this subject favouring 
(Sir G. Strickland), had stated, that he; immediate emancipation; but his object 
had always opposed the apprenticeship) was to urge all improvements upon the 
system, and that he had never agreed in| colonial legislatures, that if they refused 
any part of it, except by compromise, in| them they might be placed entirely in the 
the report of the committee, and that he | wrong, and the Imperial Parliament not 
maintained his opinion, yet he saw no} be charged with a breach of the national 
practical benefit which would result to the | faith. By the second resolution which he 
apprentices from now agitating the question. | had to propose, he intended to pledge th 
He hoped, that the opinion of this real and | House to interfere in case the intention of 
way to the West Indies, as well as the! was in t 


judicious friend to the negroes had found its | the — Act was not carried out. It 


1ese words :— 

communications of their professed and inju- “ That this House, at the same time, declares 

dicious friends. ‘ Continue and wait, | its opinion, that no means should be omitted 

working patiently,” said Mr. Buxton, | which can tend to secure to the negro popula- 
° . ° ° | 4 ty? TOS , t 

‘and the time of emancipation is short | 100 of her Majesty’s colonies the privileges to 


I | , 1 } . , 
and certain.” So said he The time | which they are entitled under the Act for th 
| Abolition of Slavery, and under the Act for 


was short and certain, and he hoped, that | 
the negroes would wait and work patiently. 
He would not re-argue the question of | 

1 


the Amendment of the Slavery Abolition Act ; 
and further, that the anxious attention of this 

Hfouse will be directed to the state and condi- 
contract ; but the time being short and | tion of the negro population when the expira- 
certain, he fully concurred with Mr. Bux- | tionofthe term ofapprenticeship shall have enti- 
ton in thinking, that no ultimate benefit | tledthem tothe fullenjoyment of entire freedom 

















OF Tonr 
385 Negro 


The expression of this 


held to be of the rea itest 
would be no unjust interfer 


rights, and it was 
liament d, : 
House would exercise s! 
To place the co'onies in 


posses 


the enjoyment of unq 
= 
all classes of her h ty 


were many points on wiici 

‘ =. b 
of the Parliame: t | 
was only necé rv i 


few of them. 1 
that nothi had 


ation had be 


done. he r 
respect a 
table of the Hou 
quiries to th Wi 


Islands had been received 


would show the 


1 


[ 


made. 


In additi 


yy) 


il 


ments in prison discipli 
civil and criminal | 

administration of justic 
attention of the 
earnestly directed, and thi 


should not fail to call upon 


if the interferen 
} 


assist, 


? 1 1 
should be necessary to consol 


work of emancipation an 


ei 


Governn 


following out the sentiment 
] } 

nelg, as expr Lt 

1 3 es 

the governors ot t 


in Novembet last -— 


“ The creat card 
the aboliti f very 
ship of the emancipat 
diate ly succeeded by} 
full and unlimited sens: 
it is used in refere? 


the British Crown. This is th 


contract betwe 
It is the basi 

ther parliamentary or « 
From this prin iple, [am 
colonial legislatures will t 
If such an attempt were 
met by the uncompron 
Government, the Parliament, 
of this country.’’ 


nies. 


And he would not fail t 
to aid 


and strengthen the 


Government in perfecting 


in establishing the blessin 


lhere was one orner consla 


he wished to refer It was 


used by Mr. ‘Thompson, th 


vocate of immediate emancip ition, to wl 


VOL. XLIIL {fhr2 





* 
SO 
(; ro 
} 4 
T+ 
i 
( 
V 
Pe 
l 
17 
is 
l ot 
tried by 
n 
} t ) of 
t 1 world 
bill 
} { . 
a »trOnUL 
} ] 
t} y 
l S i mM in 
t they n he well 
} . 
t ner wv Ich W in 
T 
] i t| ont! the, 
ind ine the immediat 
ri ; ) f + . R ‘ 
1 
) ¢ ‘ { 
+] cay} ] 
be } Wh 
1 } 
1 
i 
t { , 
ny 
ly 
I rg 
] 
ii t 
, | 
} ¢ 
( ) n ity 
y } i} 4) 
y r r 
| ( rt by t] 
I t th 
‘2 
Vil ¢ ] which 
11 
Y t ) VW tn ] 
1 1 
( cs ich was 
of th L ( 
S » Vay 
i al 
’ 
n: 
1 1 } 7 
) i 
¢ 
f } 
} + 
‘) 
x en 
. red 













































387 Negro Apprenticeship. 


he was convinced, by the adoption of these 
resolutions. He had the greatest con- 
fidence that this great object would b¢ 
attained, and hon. Members would have 
the verdict of an approving conscience in 


{COMMONS} 





their favour. They would secure the | 


fruits of their exertions, not only by means 
of the legislative bodies of the West Indies, 
but in the co-operation of the proprietors 
and of the people of England. He could 
answer for the cordial disposition evinced 
by bodies of the most important and in- 
fluential owners in Jamaica to carry into 


effect the sincere wishes of Parliament with | 


regard to the future welfare of the neeroes; 


and he sincerely hoped, that those measures | 


which would hereafter be taken, would bi 
such as to wipe off that blot from the pages 


of history which had so long existed as ; 
disgrace to civilization. Having already so 


frequently trespassed on the House on thi 
question at large, and having on former 
occasions fully stated his views uy 
subject, he was unwilling to enter into it 


again ; anc he had, therefore, confined 


himself as much as possible to those resolu- 
tions which he had felt it to be | 
propose, in order to relieve the House from 
the position in which it now stood. He 
asked the House, then, to adopt those re- 
solutions under the most sincere conviction 
that that course would be most consistent 


on the 


ils duty to 
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sided at a meeting in Exeter-hall con- 
vened for the furtherance of the same 
object, and having declared, that he would 
make a motion for the immediate abolition 
of the system of apprenticeship, nothing 
but ill health had prevented him from 
bringing that motion forward. During 


his iliness, the hon. Baronet, the Member 


; : : oe sa 
for Yorkshire, brought under the consi- 
deration of the House a motion having fo 
its object the emancipation of the negroes 
on the Ist of \uoust next. W he hf he Tre. 

1] | 14 , 1 ¢] : f 
covered, be bDrougnt forward the motion ol 


] } : } 

which he had given notice, and no man 
} + ‘ j 

could say, that the Government had been 


taken by surpris | noble Lord, th e- 
cretary of iti the H Department 
| hon. ¢ tleman tl lember fon 
Newark, and the hon. Member the Under- 
secret V jor iAe < ( Ss ere, he be 
| lieved, in the House when the hon. Mem 
ber for Lincoln econeluded his eloquent 
peech, but no one rose to reply ; mun 
Was the ( d ro th a] ht LHe noble 


with national justice and an adherence to | 
national faith, as well as with the dictates | 


of the enlightened policy of an intellectual 
Legislature. The hon. Baronet concluded 
by moving—* That in order to 
injurious consequences which 
from the intentions of Parliament being 
left in doubt, and in order to maintain th 
peace and welfare of the colonies. it is ne- 
cessary to declare, that, in the opinion of 
this House, it is not advisable to adopt any 
proceeding for the purpose of giv ing effect 
to the resolution of the 22nd of May.” 

Sir £. Wilmot cordially agreed with the 
hon. Gentleman in thinking that political 
feeling had nothing on earth to do with this 
question. He could most conscientiously 
and truly say, that political feeling did 
not operate with him. When he found, 
in 1833, that it was not the intention of 
the Government to place the negroes in 
the same position as the English labourer, 
he moved a reduction of the grant of 
20,000,0007. to 15,000,000/., and he 
divided the House on the question, Hav- 
ing, in his own county, been the chairman 
of a great meeting in favour of immediate 


> | 
prevent the 
I 
. 
I 


4 
av to!) 
nav tou 


Lord went out for a division, and the 1 

sult of that division was defeat. Since 
that time, t 
Lord and himself had been who should 
make the first move: it was his wish to 
force the Government to make a move- 
ment on the subject, and they had, in con- 
sequence, brought forward those resolu- 
tions. The etlect of those resolutions, not 
in words, but in reality, would be t 


] ty le het } 1] 
ihe strag@ie between the nobie 


rescind and annul the resolution to which 


the House came on the 22nd of May, and 
the question really was, whether the Hous 
would stultity itself by resciuding a reso- 
lution ont St of May which it had 
uwrreed to on the 22nd, by what majorits 
he cared not, but whieh h 1d been av Tres 

to after due deliberation. The noble Lord 


ea 
might, perhaps, say, that he did not se 


to rescind this resolution. ‘This was 
matter comparatively indifferent to hia 


hey might erase it from the Journals of! 


{ 
A 


the House, but they could not erase it 


| from the hearts of the people, and if they 


' 
| attem pt d to do 


| 
so they would inflict a 


;}wound which no Government on earth 


| could heal. 


| 


Vith rezard to what the hon. 
Baronet had said respecting the connexiun 
of this motion with the meeting of dele- 
gvates, he could only say, that he had not 
attended any meeting of delegates at 
Exeter-hall, and he did not know what 





| had passed at the meeting to which thi 


hon. Baronet had aliuded till somebody 


negro emancipation, and having aiso pre ih id told him there had been a flare-up 
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between Mr. Handley and Lord Brougham. 
He had never said, that he had given up 
the idea of bringing in a_ bill during this 
Session of Parliament. He mevyely said, 
when the noble Lord asked him the othe: 
night what he intend d to do. that he 
would not then introduce a bill, but that 


he would reserve to himself the full rieht | 


to take any course which he might think 
most expedient. He was perfectly ready, 
if the amendment which he intended t 
propose were successful, to introduc 
bill for the 
resolution of the 22nd of May, whicl 
would include provisions to conter security 
upon the neyvro, and saf vy the mast rs, 
and would place the negro exactly in t 

position of the free labourer in England. 
If, however, his amendment should ¢ 
unfortunately Id 


he should do, but he would take any and 


every constitutional course which was 
to him for the purpose of effecting the 
resolution of the 22ud of May. He begged 


to move, by way of amendment, to leave 
out all the words in the orizinal motion 
after the word ‘‘ that,” for the purpose of 
inserting words to this effect, —* that it 
is the opinion of this House, that the re- 
solution passed on the 22nd of May should 
be carried into effect by means of a legis- 
lative enactment, due 
made to secure the peace of the colonie ‘. 
and to promote the welfare and good con- 
duct of the negro population, on their 
attaining 
freedom.” 
Mr. Villiers, in seconding the hon. Ba 


ronet’s amendment, said, he felt, that to 


provision being 
the full enjoyment of their entire 


maintain silence upon this occasion would 
be to shrink from taking a part in carryi 
into effect that which he and others had 
recommended to the House, and which 
the House had adopted. To adopt any 
other course than that which was now 
proposed by the hon. Baronet would have 
the appearance of having recommended a 
resolution, the success of which they had 
not really desired, and also of not having 
duly considered all the consequences of 
having carried sucha resolution. For his 
part, he could say most truly, that he 
never would have consented to support the 
resolution when the hon. Baronet moved 
it, if he had not felt confident of its jus- 
tice, and had he not been prepared if the 
whole responsibility had devolved upon 
himself, to carry it into effect. He had 
daly considered the existing state of the 


,the planters 
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well as the consequences which 
to ensue from the proposed 


law, as 
were likely 
measure; and having conscientiously sup- 
ported the resolution, he conscientiously 
sired that it should not remain a dead 
letter. They had been taught by the ex- 
perience of the last four or five years that 
ull | sislation for those colonies would be 
tive, unless it were carried into 


effect by the opinions and spirit of the 


p s possessed of property and authority 
i! colonies themselves. He (Mr. 
Villiers) was very much afraid, that if the 


sat system should be practised for the 


two years In th Bee lonies—if the 

same provoking, the same wanton treatment 
labouring population by their employ- 
~ ~ 

s should be continued, the most alarm- 
ing consequences might ensue. He had 


on a former occasion what he was 
isposed to repeat—that he had no 

fidence in the securities which had 
been taken with a view to carry the law 
into effect. He could not, with any 
degree of confidence, expect that that law 
would be administered according to the 
intentions of the Legislature ; since it was 
not denied, even by the special justices 
whom they had appointed, that if they 
had the will, they had not the power to 
eive effect to those intentions. Even 
those who were disposed to befriend the 
slave asserted, that they declined to inflict 
nt on the master out of mercy to 


| unishn { 


the slay Distributed, in short, as power 
was among these colonies, all their legis- 
: must be fruitless unless they chose 


atonce and forever. The 
immediate emancipation 
proposed so far to alter the relations 
subsisting between the proprietors and the 
ibourers as to create that mutual de- 
p which had been uniformly found 
in free communities to act so beneficially 
for both. He believed he might with 
truth assert, that of slave labour not 
more than two-thirds could be made 
available ; and so convinced, in many in- 
had the proprietors themselves 


to abolish slavery 


idvocates of 


ndence 


stances, 
become of the superiority of free labour in 
value, that several proprietors in Barba- 


does, he was informed, had taken this sub- 

ct seriously into consideration, and that 
not a month would elapse before the great 
would be voluntarily effected by 
themselves. Considering 
slavery to be odious in every form, and 
re volting to the best sympathies of our 
he cave his hearty sup- 
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port to an amendment like the present, 
having for its object to bring it to an im- 
mediate termination. 

Mr. Barron would strenuously oppose 
the amendment. He considered that the 
House had entered into engagements of 
the most sacred and unequivocal nature 
from which they were in no position to 
recede. No contract more solemn had 
ever been formed by any legislature; and 
he felt it to be an urgent duty to enter 
his protest against the House entering 
again into the consideration of a question 
which was long since decided. He was a 
hater of slavery in the strongest sense of 
the word, but a lesser evil had been ac- 
cepted for a greater, and by that arrange- 
ment the House was bound to abide. If 
in private life a man were to retreat from 
a contract of this sacred description, he 
would be considered a knave and some- 
thing worse—a common robber. The 
Opposition to the contract which had been 
entered into by the West-India planters 
was made still worse by its being carried 
on under the guise of religious feelings. 
He could not conceal the surprise with 
which he had read the statements which 
had been made upon this subject at various 
public meetings by a certain great indi- 
vidual, great it must be allowed from his 
talents and from the station which he 
held. It was with the utmost astonish- 
ment that he found that individual, un- 
satisfied by the opportunity which he en- 
joyed of delivering his sentiments in 
another House, endeavouring in addition 
to stir up the bad passions of the people 
of this country against his former friends 
with whom he was acting asa colleague 
at the period when the very measure was 
introduced and carried, against which he 
now inveighed so roundly and intempe- 
rately. When he perceived that learned 
individual thus occupied, he could not 
but regret to what bad uses his great 
talents were applied. ‘‘He, forsooth,” 
(pursued the hon, Member), ‘‘ to take it 
upon himself to become the preceptor of 
this House, and apply the rod to us for 
not following his bad example. He knows 
full well, however, or, if he do not know, 
he will speedily learn, that great as is his 
station, his advice will not be followed by 
any man in this country who values the 
possession of character. It is not conduct 
like his that should set itself up as a 
standard to regulate that of other men. 
What is it, Sir, that is habitually said of 
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him in private as well as in public? Why, 
that his motives cannot be pure, when he 
thus veers about so rapidly from one ex- 
tremity to the other? Sir, it is not to 
be endured that such a man should dic- 
tate to Members of this House, or threaten 
them with the displeasure of their consti- 
tuents, to be stirred up by himself, for the 
conscientious discharge of their duties. 
We can well afford, however, to be taunted 
by one whose political consistency is such 
that he has already gone round every 
point of the compass. We can well afford 
to put up with the mass of absurdities to 
which he chooses to give utterance, in re- 
ference to our legislative duties, because 
we feel that they are but as ‘the idle 
wind,’ which is unheeded. His efforts 
may be increased tenfold, but they will 
meet with no response from the good 
sense of the country; and I tell him, 
from my place here, that I despise alike his 
taunts and his threats. He may dare to 
impute motives to us; but I plainly tell 
him I fear he is pursuing, for popular ap- 
plause, a course which he cannot agree to 
in principle, if principle he has. The 
hon. Gentleman concluded by again 
calling on the House not to violate a 
solemn compact, and by declaring that he 
should vote in favour of the resolutions of 
the Under Secretary for the Colonies. 

Mr. Sergeant Jackson, having voted for 
the resolution of the hon. Baronet neat 
him the other night, he felt bound to op- 
pose the resolutions of the Under Secre- 
tary for the Colonies. The hon. Member 
who spoke last had admitted, that the con- 
duct of the masters was a violation of the 
principle of the compact; then, if they 
had not fulfilled their stipulations, what 
right had they to call on the other side to 
fulfil theirs? The apprentices were no 
parties to the contract; they could not be 
the property of their masters; if they 
were, let us rather make them compensa- 
tion than continue the compact. 

Mr. Hutton said, it was not on the 
ground of any contract that he had come 
to the conclusion to vote in support of the 
resolutions before the House, which he 
did with regret, as it was in opposition to 
most of those he represented. His con- 
clusion was founded on the conviction 
that it was more for the interest of the 
parties to allow the term to expire without 
interruption, than in the existing state of 
things, to abridge the term, and leave tlie 
apprentices exposed to the direct hostility 
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of those who were to be their future em- 
ployers. He thought, that better provi- 
sion might have been made for the treat- 
ment of the apprentices; he would not 
have paid the money till the conditions 
had been fulfilled. Tiat was now too late 


ment having been made, the country was 
prepared to run the risk of its immediat 
and premature termination, or to endea- 
vour to introduce gradual ameliorations, 
and to let the term expire. 
the statements which had been made on 
this subject, and he hoped, thou 
not deny their truth, that they were not 
average statements. If cases of cruelty 
under the apprentice system had been 
advertised for in the manufacturing dis- 
tricts in this country, it would not b 
difficult to get up statements which would 
rouse the feelings of the country, and the 
Table of the House might be loaded with 
petitions for cutting short the term of 
apprenticeship there. 

Sir C. £. Grey said, in support of th 
compact, that, for more t 
bargains for slaves had | 
by the laws of England over and over 
again—that they formed a lai 
the statutes of the realm, and, therefore, 
could be made the subj ct of a compact. 


| 
Had nota property in slaves been recog- 


> 


nised over and over again in the statutes? | 
He had not come down to the House pre- | 
but he would | 
refer to a statute in the 5th of George | 


pared to cite authorities, 


2nd, or about that date, which, in distinct 


terms, recognised slaves as property, and | 
as transferable and inheritable as real | 


property in the West Indies by the heir, 
and were not considered as assets. He 
should like to ask the hon. Member for 


Bandon, why a negro who had been born | 


a slave, might not be as well fitted to 
become the subject of a contract as any 
person under the age of twenty-one years 
was considered to be in this country ? 
since the system of apprenticeship had 
worked well here, it was absurd for it to 
be gravely asserted, that it would not 
apply equally well to the negroes in the 
colonies. He thought, that it was for the 
benefit of the negroes that they should be 
under the restraint of such a system. The 
law of 1833 was ordained by the Legisla- 


ture to be valid without any indentures, | 


but it consisted of several contracts; and 
if this were admitted, he put it to the 
House whether, in justice, such contracts, 


May 28} 


~ | 


and the question was whether, an atrange- | 
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which had in many cases become the 
basis of marriage settlements, and of vari- 
ous other arrangements, ought to be 
broken by any new legislative measure. 
He, indeed, doubted whether the labour 
of a negro would be as valuable if he were 


free as in his present condition of a slave. 
He was not so extravagant as to suppose 
that t condition of the negroes in the 
t lonies had been free from com- 
plaint; but let it be as bad as it might, 
t proprietors who were resident out of 
the country, ought not to lose, on such an 
account, the benefit to which they were 
ntitled by the contract. The House had 


}a character to maintain with foreign 


powers, with the colonies, and with the 
United Kingdom: and, to support it, it 
was impossible for a majority of that 
House not to reject the resolution of the 
hon. Baronet. After a clause had been 
introduced into the measure of 1833, to 


the effect that no compensation money 


|should be paid until the colonies had 


] Be ] . tnn ’ y 
done all in their power to carry it into full 


execution—after motions had been brought 
forward on this subject, both in that House 
ind the other House of Parliament, and 

ected by large majorities, he thought it 
was too much for them to be asked to 


| pursue any course inconsistent with their 


former proceedings, and in contradiction 
to their former decisions. He deplored the 
» Which had been taken by the hon, 
Baronet, for the apprenticeship system 
; would save the negroes from dangers 
which he was loth to contemplate. Let 
the House remember the insurrection at 
St. Domingo, and when they recollected 
that the number of apprentices was seven 
times that of the slaves who were to be 
made free in August, and foresaw the pos- 
sibility of a recurrence of such dangers as 


he had alluded to, he was sure they would 
agree with him, that it was bette r for the 
present system to be carried ont, than for 
an alteration to be made which should 
liberate the negroes at an earlier period 
than the time agreed on in the measure of 
1833. 

Mr. Ward concurred, in thinking that 
the less the House proceeded by way of 
resolution the be tter, because. as the House 
was aware, the principles which were 

| thought to belong to resolutions were some- 
times departed from. Whatever moral 
force a resolution of that House might 
have, it did not possess the force of law; 
| but from the moment when the House of 
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Commons, whether by surprise or not, had 
sanctioned that resolution, which it was 
now sought to rescind, and which it had 
excited so large an amount of public sym- 
pathy, he, for one, felt himself bound to 
work it out by some legislative enactment. 
No one, he believed, would vote for imine- 


diate emancipation in the strict sense of 


the word; and in voting for the abolition 
of negro emancipation, he contemplated 
the time necessary for preliminary legista- 
tion. It had been argued, that it would 
be unjust to terminate the period of appren- 
ticeship, but the House must be aware, 
that apprentice indentures were not unfre- 
quently cancelled in this country, when- 
ever misconduct on the part of the master 
was established; he maintained that the 
contract had been violated by the West- 
India planters. It might be true, that the 
compensation-money was not paid until 
certificates were given that the Colonial 
Legislatures had done all that was required 
of them by the Abolition Act of 1833; but 
the cause of complaint was, that they since 
had passed enactments which defeated the 
object which the Imperial Parliament 
desired to attain. He was of opinion, that 
the House should persist in maintalaing 
the resolution of the other night, and by 


thus taking advantage of that measure of 


justice and humanity they would place the 
question on the safest and surest grounds, 

Mr. Ellice had been pressed very much 
to vote in favour of the resolution of the 
hon. Baronet (Sir E. Wilmot), and against 
the resolutions proposed by his hon. Friend 
to-night, and he wished shortly to state 
the reasons why, while participating en- 
tirely in the sympathy felt by his consti- 
tuents for the still unfortunate condition 
of the negro apprentices of the West 
Indies; he, nevertheless, found it impos- 
sible, consistently with what he considered 
to be due to the interest of those appren- 
tices, to oppose the original motion before 
the House. The hon. Member (Mr. Ward) 
had stated, that all the difficulty of the 
question would be got over, if, by previous 
enactments, the great change which must 
ultimately take place in the condition of 
the negro could be safely provided for. If 
this could be done, it might be done con- 
sistently with good faith, for, as respected 
the interest of the planter, there would 
arise only a question of compensation, 
which he would not allow to interfere with 
his disposition to do justice to the slave ; 


but he confessed, that he did not think | 


{COMMONS} 
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| any measure aflecting the provisions of the 


Act of 1833 would be productive of bene- 
fit to any party concerned. A great deal 
had been said of the difheulty of dealing 
with such a question as the present by 
way of resolution. Why, then, had not 
the hon. Baronet at once introduced his 
bill, which was to operate with such facility 
a change in the condition of the negro 
population, securing, at one and the same 
time, the lib rty of the slave, and the 
security of the West Indies? He had 
looked upon the question as one of diffi- 
culty long before the present cry had been 
raised on the subject; he would not call it 
clamour, for he sympathised with the 
people out of doors, and entirely concurred 
with them in thinking thatthe Legislature 
was bound, in obedience to the feeling of the 
country, to take such measures as might 
safely accomplish the end in view,-—name- 
ly, the entire extinction of the last traces of 
this abominable system of slavery. Long 
before the excitement at present existing 
vith respect to the question he had looked 
forward to the attainment of that object 
with hope, but not without alarni, and a 
deep sense of the re sponsib lity ol those 
who had to prepare and mature the mea- 
sures necessary to brng to a successful 
accomplishment that which had been 
decreed by this great nation. He had 
considered the state of the social relations 
in the West Indies, and he found, that a 
great number of the evils which the people 
of other countries suffered from, was there 
provided for by the system of slavery. Of 
course, that did not constitute any argu- 
ment for the maintenance of the system ; 
but it established the necessity of enacting 
matured legislative provisions before a 
final change was attempted. Under the 
system of slavery, the planter was compelled 
by law to maintain the impotent, aged, 
and infirm negroes. Under these cireum- 
stances, and considering that in our colo- 
nies different habits and customs prevailed, 
some being Dutch, some Spanish, some 
French, as well as English, did the hon. 
Member (Mr. Ward) think that a change 
could be easily provided for? Had the 
hon. Member considered the question of 
poor-laws as applicable to the West Indies ? 
The state of the finances and of the insti- 
tutions of the colonies, too, must not be 
lost sight of. Jamaica, he believed, was 
in a state bordering upon bankruptcy, 
Did the hon. Member think that the two 
years which were to elapse before the 
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effects likely to result from the ¢ xpressions | 


contained in the resolutions of the Go- 
vernment, he trusted the House would not 
refuse to agree to those resolutions. There 
was one most powerful reason recommend- 
ing such a course. 
for the total extinction of slavery, and 


' | 1] ay 
had set an example to the world of huma- 


Chis country wished 





! ¢ ] 1] 
nity and of consid { heir fellow- 
creatures. Let them n, not tal ny 
< et eee ae } 1 eer 
Sleps calculated 1 onyer if 

4 } . e en 
let them adopt such a Cl rse aS Would 


enable them to show to other na ns, that 


. 4 } 4 ‘ > 1 an " } 

by safe and judicious steps they had tried 
5 1 ] a ! ] 

a great experiment, and h 1 brouecht that 


experiment to a satisfactory conclusion. 
If they so acted, their es imple would be 
followed by other nations, and a final 
termination would speedily be put to sla- 
very in every part of the world. 

Sir R. Inglis rose to take his share of 
the responsibility of a measure which he 
was well aware was not popular cut of 
doors. Hlewas sorry he could not give 





his support to the amendment which had 
been moved by the hon. Baronet. It had 
been argued, that a contract had | 

entered into in 1833 by the Imperial Par- 
liament with the colonies, but he « 

tended no contract had been entered into 
with any one in reference to this question, 
In that year the Imperial Parliament too! 


upon itself the settlement of tl 
question, and he believed, that no Govern- 
ment but that of Earl Grey could have 
carried such a measure as then passed the 
Legislature in reference to slavery. But 
no contract was then entered into, and 
they only conceded to the slave-owners a 
sum of money and a right to the labour 
of the negro population for a_ limited 
period, in order to compensate them for 
the absolute property in the slave popu- 
lation which they had previously claimed. 
Such were the circumstances of the cas 
and it could not be disputed that the 
slavesowners had as good a right to the 
labour of the negroes for the time stipn- 
lated, as they had to the 20,000,000/ 
which had been also granted them: anc 


it was not sufficient to say, that certain 


persons had acted contrary to the inten- 
tions of the Government to deprive them 
of any portion of what the Legislature had 


conceded. Helooked onthe Act of 1833 
only as a declaration on the part of the 
Imperial Parliament that the slaves should 
have their freedom in 1840; but there 
was no contract entered into with any one, 
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With respect to the resolutions before the 
House, he thought the Government would 


| have acted better if they had moved to 


rescind the resolution which had been 
carried by the hon. Baronet near him, and 
did not think they had fairly met the diffi- 
culties of the case by the resolutions 
which had been proposed. That they 

nt that resolution to be inoperative was 
obvions; but if it were to be inoperative, 
why should it be allowed to remain on the 
journals of the House? He believed it 





1pos ible to ema cipate the slaves im- 
mediately without injury to themselves, 
yet to allow the resolution to remain on 


the journals could only tend to create irri- 
tating feelings betwixt the masters and the 
Apprentice s. Under all the circumstances, 
feeling that he could not support the 
amendment of the hon. Baronet near him, 
and although he could have wished that 
the Government sbould have proposed to 
rescind the resolution for the immediate 
termination of the apprenticeship system, 
et, believing that the resolutions of the 
Government would be attended with bene- 


tl results, he should give his support 
to the motion of the hon. Baronet, the 
Me r for Devonport. 

Mr. Baines: Sir | certainly rise with 


eta reply observations 
of my right hon. Friend, the Member for 
Coventry. The hon. Gentleman has asked 
the hon. Baronet who proposed this amend- 
ment, why he did not introduce a_ bill 
lie resolution which passed the 
her night? The answer is, 
that if he were to introduce a bill, that 
bill would inevitably, by the opposition of 
her Majesty’s Government, be defeated ; 
and, therefore, the only chance that he has 
of success is to obtain from Parliament a 
recognition of the principle avowed by the 
House on the 22d instant. 


c 


Therefore 


[ think the answer that must be given 
by the hon, Baronet is very clear, and that 
is, that the hon. Baronet does not intro- 
luce a bill because such a bill introduced 


by him would be a total failure, whilst, if 





introduced by her Majesty’s Go« 
vernment, it would be carried into effect. 
But, then, the right hon. Gentleman has 
said, that there would be great danger in 
ny measure by which emancipation should 
be given to the negro, and by which there 
should be that change in society in the 














West Indies which is contemplated by this 
amendment. [am old enough to remem- 
ber haying heard this argument used 
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against the abolition of t slave trade: 
and I apprehend, that whoever has read 
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il¢ 


that able and convincing publication is 
sued by the Marquess of Sligo on the 


Apprenticeship System, will remember how | 
much his Lordship ridicules that argu- 
ment. Lord Sligo, who, perhaps, is] 





acquainted with colonial society than al 

any man in this House, says we wer 
told, that the negroes would all i 
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said, they deferred their rising till Christ- 
mas—at the Christmas 
suredly they would rise and 
of the white 


they rise at Christm and replies, No 

they enjoyed their festival with gré - 
nocence, with great hilarity d - 
men ought to enjoy it. This apprehen 

of danger is, I will not say, a bug! — 


rf . | poe m ] ie ~ 
but it 3s a chimerical apprehension. I 


don’t believe the least danger would 
from your giving liberty to t! y 
why do I say so? I say it on the test of 
experience, because where you | 
made a concession to them, it h 

times been received with geratit 


disappointed the apprehension of th 

and therefore, I think, I am justified i 
saying tl ] rig 
hon. Friend, and some other Members of 
the House, are wholly without foundation. 
The hon. Member for Sheffield 
justly observed, that 
, this resolution for the 
you are to take measures to secure the 
peace and tranquillity of the colonies; and 
therefore if you of 
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pass the am ndment 


33 the hon. Baronet (Sir E. Wilmot), vou 
come to the determination to do away with 
: the danger needlessly apprehended In a 


t certain degree he has put to the test th 
sincerity of these appr her iS DV caliIng 
] upon you to do an act of national just 

f But then, says my right hon. Friend, ther 
1s another circumstance against which 

1 ought to be on 
I am surprised to hear a comm 


iS : 

n make the observation) the peop I Jae 
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d maica are almost all in a state of bank- 


a ruptey and insolvency. [** No.” ] Well, 
a then the finances of Jamaica. [| st 
the finances of Jamaica must depend very 
much on the state of the funds of those 
who supply those finances, and if they are 
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“* And be it furt ( ed, t 
the obligations mposed by tl ' 
imposed by uny such Act or (reneral A ; F ne “ie 
bly, or Ordinance, or Order in ( ( ' at G Oppression 


hereinafter mentioned, upon s 7 a v ) y | it ser_ 
labourers as aforesaid, nd , — » fre 
sons who on the ud Ist day 


shall be holden in slavery w 
British col ny a i - 
from and after the uid ist day of } geo 
1834, become ai ¥ a 
poses free, and discharged of | 


manner of slavery, and sh 


and for ever manumitted ; and that. th | mer : : ” nd 1fre= 
dren thereafter to be born y su . nc tn been 
sons, and the offspring of such children, s that t \ 


in like manner be free from their birth; a t metul 1 in ihen it 
that from and after the said 1st day of A : t] n 0 1 | rel 


| 
1834, slave ry shall be < 1d is h by ut \ toed ) 7 res | st re- 
and for ever abolish« d, nd decl l \ : bh] 
, 1 ~ A 4 A i { i \ 
throughout the British colonies, pl 

1 99 . ituatl ; Dut | would K 1f iemales are 

and possessions abroad, | ; 1 
n to this very dav,a ing to the 
Sir, having stated to the House what are} testtmony of Lord Sligo, for the most tri- 


the provisions of the Act, I shall now refer | fling offences, yoked to carts in the streets, 
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chained to persons of the most degraded 
and abandoned habits, and placed in situ- 
ations the most vile and revolting to which 
a female could be subjected? and whether 
the morals and characters of the young 
females are not frequently contaminated, 
and the manners of the mothers endan- 
gered by this most improper and unfecling 
conduct? Sir, 1 appeal to the House, and 


I would ask, is this enjoying the rights of 


afrce man? Is this enjoying the liberty 
of a free man? Is this seeing his rela- 
tions no longer exposed to degradation and 
insult? I put these questions fairly 
House, and [ repeat that in all 

there has been a gross violation of the con 
tract. It has been asserted that we are the 
advocates for a violation of the contract, 
but I tell you that those who have com- 
mitted a violation of the contract are the 
parties who, after having given these so- 
lemn pledges—after having received the 
twenty millions of compensation—now 
subject the apprentices to this degradation 
and these unwarrantable 


. 
these cases 


punishments, 


which have excited the indignation of 
cious Ci uirable and hun man in th 
every honourable and humane man in thi 
: of ie | ’ } ye 
empire. There have been unbounded 


proofs of the docility and of the kind dis- 
position of the negroes; and yet these 
] } 


oppressed people are to be treated in the 
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I don’t happen to have the Order in 
Council with me, but I believe he will find 
there is not the least doubt of the accuracy 
of the statement I have made. I will put 
another question—Has not the negro, who 
was allowed twenty-one pints of flour be- 
fore the abolition of Slavery, been restricted 
to ten pints since? Does he believe that ? 
I shall be in a situation to prove, most in- 
contestibly, that since the passing of the 
Act for the Abolition of Slavery (what- 
ever might have been the quantity before) 
he has only received ten pints weekly. 
According to the Order im Council, issued 
in 1851, while Sir George Murray was in 
the Colonial Office, negroes were to be 
allowed twenty-one pints of meal a week, 
and seven herrings in addition to this ; and 
since the year 1834, their allowance has 
only been ten pints of flour, three pounds 
of salt cod fish, and half a pint of salt; 
making a difference of one half of the 
whole quantity. Was it not natural that 


| the negro should complain of this, that 


! when he w 


manner I have described, and you marvel | 


because they complain. Is it not very 

7 i » 
natural that they should con 
that their friends d complain for 
them? I hearit said that those who create 
this excitation are labouring under a delu- 


shou 


iplain, and 


sion of mind, and that they display too | 


warm and ardent feelings. I don’t wonder 
at it, but how is it that these feelings are 
excited? It is because the negroes have 
not been properly treated—it is because 
they have been treated unkindly and un- 
generously ; and is there any thing in 
which a man can be more unkindly treated 
than in the article of food? Now I come 


asin a state of what is called 


liberty, he should only have one-half the 


| A _ o * ‘ 
quantity of food he had when in slavery! 
; hat is the complaint that has been cons 


? 


tinually made, 
present hour. 


and it is made up to the 

Within the last month 
there has been an Order in Council issued, 
by which it is declared that the negro shall 
have either seventy pounds weight of plan- 
tains, or that he shall have what is equal to it 
—twenty-one pints of flour. I beg to ask 
my right hon. Friend, the Under Secre- 
tary for the Colonies, whether that is not 
[A laugh.] This is not a 
laughing or light matter—it is very light 
fuod, but not a very light subject. It is 


the case? 


either true or not, that there has been such 


| under-fed before. 


to the case of British Guiana—and I beg 


to ask the hon. Member for Newark (Mr. 
Gladstone) if it is not within his know- 
ledge, that there was an Order in Council, 
issued when Sir George Murray was in 
the Colonial Office, after a strict investi- 


gation had been made into the wants of 


the negroes, and after he had ascertained 
what was the reasonable food that ought 
to be awarded to them, by which it was 
ordered that the negro should have twenty- 


an Order in Council. If it is true, what 
is the inference? Not that the negroes 
are over-fed now, but that they were 
[Cries of ‘* Question, 
from the Opposition.] I hope 
I shall not be thought very obtrusive, when 


qi sion,” 


it is considered I have presented to the 


| have been going on. 


House not fewer than 100 petitions, per 
haps signed by 100,000 individuals, and 
that 1 have not opened my mouth either in 
or out of the House on this matter, during 
all the time the discussions on this subject 
(‘* Hear, hear.”] 1 


think it cannot be said I have obtruded 


| myself very unfairly, or at undue length, 


|on the attention of the House. 


I hope I 


one pints of farinaccous food per week? | have only done what it is ccimpetent for 
[Mr. Gladstone here expressed dissent. | 


Why, 


Does the hon. Gentleman say no? 





| 


me as a Member of Parliament to do, and 
I hope I have not done it offensively. | 
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concerned in 
nt acit ition, 
thi best 


believe the persons who are 
what may be called the pres 
are themselves actuated by 
purest motives. There have been presente d 
to the House upwards of three 


and 


thousand 


petitions on this subject. Those p titions 
are signed by upwards of a million of 
people ; and shall we have petitions to that 
amount laid on the table (and from indi- 
viduals, too, who don’t lightly take up a 
subject) only to be disregarded by th 
House? There cannot be two opin y 
this House, that for the most part the pers 
sons who sign those petitions u rt 


influence of the best. pri 


who know them best « “them m 
After oe such an array * petit 

and such statements as I have brought be- 
fore the Hou I think hon. Members will 
not be of anion that the measure h 
been taken up lightly, or in the spirit of 
party. My hon, Friend opposite Sir E 
Wilmot) has not taken up this subject in a 
party spirit. I shall vote for his resolution 
under the perfect confidence that if the 
House of Commons have the firmness to 
enact those laws that are necessary for the 
preservation and tranquillity of the Colo- 
nies, it is quite competent to them to do 


so, without endangering the peace of 


Colonies. With respect to any injustice to 
the planters, I will only say that if you 
Were to terminate the apprentice ship sys 


tem to-morrow, I do not 


liey you would 
do them any injusti 


Why do I say 





You ought to give the apprenti com- 
pensation for the wrongs they hav iffered 
under the apprenticeship system. Th 

don’t ask you for money—th« sk you 
for that which is better than money— 
liberty. The years of apprentices yet 
to come will be nothing more or less than 
slavery. With respect to the comp! ints 
in Jamaica, it is said, those complaints are 


not universal. Iam of opinion the House 
is not sufficiently acquainted with the ex- 
tent of those complaints. When Iam sup- 
ported by such authorit 


yas the Marques 
of Sligo, fortified by the 


authority of the 


Magistrates,—and by the authority of 
official documents—all of which support 
the case I have laboured feebly to ad- 
vocate—after there have been exhibited 
before the House those statements, I think 
the House may very safely come to tl 

conclusion that the amendment moved by 


7 
uucht to 


the hon. Baronet 
adopted, and that the Government should 
be instructed to carry it into law. 

Sir R. Peel would leave it to other 


v ) @} o 
opposit ( 


3 who 
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'had more practical knowledge and local 
information than he had, to enter into the 
more minute details into which the hon. 
Gentlemen who had preceded him had 
gone; his main object was rather to state 
those leading considerations which had 
brought his mind to the conclusion, the 
force of which he most strongly felt, that 
LW i Hous ould p! ceed 

) carry int xecution the resolution 
\ ( | na tv Oo thi € t] 2 H use 
f ( | ned on a preceding 
Cy fe had no difficulty whatever 
r for rescinding 

{ i { { 1S ra course 
to b ictly tanta- 

t passing of a resolu- 

t t ifouse of C 1S Was not 
pre} | ( h solution of the 
prey » effect tie would 
ot rl » It GIs ssion of the mere 
terms of tl lution, for the rescinding 
the resolution of the hon. Baronet, the 
ener for Warwickshire, would imply, 


that the apprenticeship system was to con- 


es 


tinue until the year 1840; and the affirm- 
ation of the resolutions moved by the 
hon. Baronet, the Under Secretary for the 


Colonies, would imply exactly the same 
thine,—would be so considered in the 
colonies, and he apprehended would be as 


r the purpose of removing 
delusions and misunderstandings, as if the 
lution the former night was re- 

Ife had no difficulty in rescind- 
! tl t, because he thouzht 
the cour f proce ding adopted by the 

Baronet, the Member for Warwick- 
shire, the proceeding by resolution in a 
ora tter of this “a d, was most objec- 
tionable. Here was an Act of Parliament 
which had been — ed by both branches 
of the Lecislaturs ving, in his opin- 
on, a solemn eng wir which it was 
attempted to repeal, not by an Act of 


Parliament to be submitted to both those 
branches ef the Legislature, but by a 
single solution carried after a_ short 
debate, peechuliie that which was most 
necessary, namely, the consideration of 
the dh tails, by which alone the nome. tr9 
of such a measure could be judged of. 
lo do this, and thus to evade a compact 
ito W h the Legislatu id ente red, 

| to evade it with ut inviting the House 
of Lords to | L party, was a course 
which might be taken at any time when 
the public feeling could be easily excited, 
and by which the House of Commons 














—, 
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might esc ipe all th difieultv of exée 
cuting its own principle, though from th 
execution of that principle it was 1mpos- 


7 . } 
sipie to recede. 


Member for Warwickshire, had asked fo 
if ive to bri in a b ly i] iT mM Sul 


would have passed 1 


stages which had been wisely provided in 
order to ouard against precipitate deci- 
sions. But the hon. Ba { had 1 t 
taken that course; | | { ) - 
volve the House, by the decision of 
night, mn ¢ culties | \ i | 
had nt SOLU } i ( | 
resolution, | o 

he left the ditheulti vd { if 
de lt w h by « | rs \ 1) Say 
that noth could { n l 
inatter ol eraves NI wd i 
a quest upon which t pal 

was so easily excited. If the hon. Gen 


tleman was confident of the justice of 
principle of his resolution, and the feasi 
bility of its execution, he, t author of 
the resolution, ought to have been pre- 
pared with ly for tl liffieulties 
into which he brought the House; and it 
was not enough to say that, by a slight 
majority, he would not only contravene 
the decision of the other House of Par- 
liament, pronounced some time since, but 
also the decisions of that House, pro- 
ind then 
shrink from the execution of his plan, and 


a reme 


nounced not two months since, 


1 
ask others to frame its details. There- 


If the hon. Baronet, the 


COMMONS} 
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[| should pass through previous to the com. 


| 

fore, for the purpose of guarding against 
and discouraging a practice of this nature | 
1 practice, Ss he concely , calculated | 

to fetter the deliberate judgement of Par 
liament,—h had no hesitation in taking | 
a course which would annul the hon. Ba-| 
ronet’s resoluti n: he had no | sitation | 
in taking a course which would amount | 
10 this— hat the res ution ought to h LV¢E 
ho ett = He shoul 1 now state , Without 
exaggeration, and without any att mpt at 
declamation, the train of consecutiv | 
cp nie 
reasoning by which he had come to tie | 
conclusion, that it would be neither wise 
nor just suddenly to terminate the period | 

of ipprentice ship in the colonies. He 


apprehended, that 


that pertoa had beer 
fixed and enacted in the measure of {83 
for a double purpose 
it had been expressly enacted to 

in part the compensation to the propt 
of slaves, and next he consi lered it had 
be n enacted for the | urpos of institut ne 


which it nevroes 


a preparatory tal 





Could ther 
contract had been 


plete termination of slavery. 
be a ad ubt, that a 
Why it; appe ired to him, 
that if ever there was an engayvement en- 
Parliament, it was th 


entered into ’ 


tered into by 
engagement, that in compensation for thi 
labour of the 


loss of the siaves, there 


should be first a pecuniary grant made t 


the masters, and secondly, that a pro- 


ietorship in their labour apprentices 
i iT \ } | rl | should be \W ird d is 
part of th ( np nsation, With resp ct 
to this point, what had been the languag: 
yf thos yy wl » th ct of 1833 had 
been pa {? What had been said by 
ht ble Fri 1 tl iuthor of the mea. 
ire? His noble Friend on July 24, 1833, 
stat n this Hous \\ 1 1 introduced 
ti bill, Id tl tiv stated, ( ind I do not 
rin irom ay Vin it n Vv) that I col 
ler the period of yprenticeship to be 
art of th com] nsation to b paid to 
the propriet rs, Could nything be 


more e@xpress than this declaration of the 


vithor of the measure? And what said 
the then Chancellor of the Exchequer the 
same evening? Lord Althorp said * All 


I would observe ts, that the period of 


apprenticeship is an essential principle of 
the bill, and if the period of apprentice- 
ship was reduced to two years it would 
be equiv lent to no apprenticeship at all, 
ind this amendment, if carried, will be 
totally destructive of one of the main 
hich the bill is founded”. 


principles on 


But what were the enactments in th 
ict itself ? Those enactments gave 
. right of property in the labour of 
negroes durit th period of appren- 
1( o| 12) th Vv ¢ rab] | partie to dispose, 
_ ee e I , 
r pecuniary compensation, of the right 
to labour during the period of appren- 
| 


ticeship. Could, then, any thing be mor 
clear than that Parliament considered 
that theright to labour was compensa 
lion, when it permitted that labour to be 
He would ask what recu 
tions the hon. Baronet proposed with 
respect to the sales which had actually 
taken place under the bill? What regcu- 
lations did he propose with respect to 
those parties who, relying not only on 
the implied faith but the positive enact 
ments of Parliament, had disposed of th 
right they had to the labours of thei 
slaves? Was the party who had paid his 
for that | 


money labour, to Jose it without 
ch mce ol 


compensation of any kind 























with 

immer 0 ‘ 

lemn 

S Fie : 

id i 1 = 

Fe { \ 
that rra l \ 
ment by ( S P 
siler the state of t 
tice 1 ler t ~ on 
that committee was con . f th i t make 
not prejudiced in favour of t proprie- t an ¢ lent ease * It was 
tors, but who were disposed to execute impossible to judge the matter but from 


their duty faithfully and impartially, and nel sults, because in many colonies 


they recognised the position for which | the f thines was. different. 1 
contended, that the d by ha compact ll y a Stance, t | oistat * had 
between Parliament and the planter leclared ni ibolition ; Bar- 
But it had been said, tl ! , ten 1 ' { i\ sidering 
engagement. Perha not; it tl ' t] t f ving 
were uowllite el } ht t ( ! [ | i Pa ” 
to be as bind r ( earl { t b vy would 
tract forma ( i ter- 
of Parlia 

V und { | { \ ( > if 
thi ountry | 

t t this | 1 

lor t ! I 

etors O\ I i 
slaves, wh ment : | nd 
written or unwr n, nuded, the ond t| itty vernment of tl 


faith of pP ria ent { U ( i \ { | ( ~ If not, urely 
soiemn an engagen : th parties it w { terest of t slaves for this 
had sealed the compact | tion co ry 1 te the white popula- 
then still remained, had th nany t ; With : t to Barbadoes, would 
violation of the contra 1} { 59 i P rk : t nermat t rela- 


1 me | ¢ 4 4 ! 
that the apprenticeship formed urt t nt nite ind t biacks, 
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at Jamaica, and there 


Nearo Apprenticeship. 
( PI ] 


the report before 


the House led to the same conclusion. 
Let it not be understood, however, that | 
he was the advocate of ue course pur- 


Assembly in Jamaica, for he 
could not consider it any thing 
infatuation. Seeing how seiko le 
the arrival of the period when the slave 


would be entirely free~-when no col nial 


sued by the 


Vas 


power could defeat the intention of Pai 

liament—knowine there were two short 

years only to elapse be fore the slave would 
] ! 


be entitled to eve ry privilege—looking at 
these things, | 
lecislative functions 
was their own true interest and 
apply themselves with fidelity and 
will to the fulfilment of the 
and intentions of the Imperial Parliamen 
and to provide every wise 
that period, the approach of 
inevitable, he 


could not understand. 
But, had there 


ie part of the 


] 
i 
i 


been on t 
whole West-Indian body such a violation 
of their duty as would justify the interfer- 
ence now proposed? He did not think 
there had; and in proof of this position 
he would take the Report of the Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons in 1836, 
It was there stated, that the mutual irrita- 
tion which had prevailed among the black 
and white population was decreasing, 
that on the part of the negro population 
industrious habits seemed to be 
ground. The hon. opposite 
asked why there should be an_ interval 
two years for 
paratory 
have you done during the last four years ?” 
Why, this delay was recommended by that 
very committee of 1836, 
some of the best friends of the nevroes, 
and they declared that it would be most 
prudent to defer all preparatory enact- 
ments till the period recimellicts ly preced- 
ing the period of emancipation. ‘The 


ewaining 
Gentleman 


the purpose of framing pre- 


me iene. and he Said, ‘What 


| ° 1 
wich 


how any men possesst d of 


House then, was fully justified in not hav- | 


ing passed any preparatory me 
because those who were amone the 
warmest friends of the negroes had advised 
their postponement. With respect to 
Jamaica, hon. Members 
themselves admitted, after a full examina- 
tion that there was no doubt of 
ful result to the experiment in that colony. 
Antigua had anticipated 
for emancipation, and 


asures, 


opposite 
ii 


a SuCCeSS- 


1 
Barbadoe S 


example. 


was 
Now, 


preparing to follow her 
what was the case with respect 





| with the 
{michael Smyth than on 


had | 


i}and Guiana, he 


the period fixed 


ithe House 
to Guiana ?jentered into in 1833, 
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short of | 


| 


and 


contained | 


infidelity to their 


| 
| 
| 


! satisfaction in 
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The governor of that colony appeared to 
have concilis ited the goo! | will ot the slaves 
toa degree which re ‘ndered his authority 
on these points most valuable. Any con. 
clusion might be supported from the volu- 
minous extracts laid on the table, but he 
confessed, that he placed much reliance on 
the opinion of a man like Sir James Car- 
Smyth. If evidence could li 
ee Smyth seemed te 
eded in conciliating 
1 will of the hegro p pulation, 
ya bold and impartial 


GULLY, and, (1S! 
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michael 
trusted at 


have 


all, 
comple tely succes 
the YOO 


execul- 


o gardin yr alik 


tion of his 


© ace ! 
intrigues and menaces in the discharge oft 


it, he fully succeeded in gaining the affec. 


tions of the negro population. And what 


! 


was the o pinion of Sir James Carmichael 


Smyth, slave emanci- 
stated, that 
compar condition of th 
labourers with what he had 
been as a slave, he felt no small degree of 
reflecting upon the share 
which he had taken in carrying this me: 
sure into effect. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite said, that millions of stripes had 
been inflicted on the apprenticed negro. 
Now, he thought that it was best to deal 
with this without exaggeration. 
What was the opinion expressed by Sir 
James Carmichael Smyth with referenc: 
to the amount of ica py inflicted in 
y, that he could lay his 
head on his villo yw with the reflection that 


wilh ie rence to the 
pation act 
when he 


apprenticed 


in Guiana? Ife 


i the 


question 


Guiana? WI 


throughout the whole colony not one single 
lash was given which ought to be withheld, 
and | sine said, that looking at what had 


already he could look 
which 


with 


€ at Ct d, 
alterations 
1840, 


said, also, 


then been 
forward to the greater 
must be made in August, 
something like confidence. He 
and it should be recollected that this cam: 
from one of the greatest friends of the 
negroes, that the period of naprentnecenie 
ought not to be shortened. Surely it wa 
better to rely on the te stimony of a man 
experience of Sir James Car- 
unauthenticated 
statements, coming from persons whos 
names wereoften notmentioned. Looking 
then, at the state of Antigua, Barbadoes, 
could not come to tl 
that there had been that veneral 
engagements on the part 
dian tors which 
iona departure on the part of 
from the compact which was 
Then arose the 


conclusion 


of the West-l: 


ropric 
P ‘ 


would sanet 
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question whether the considerations urged : ticeship was t and t tl 
by prudence and sound policy would sug- | pass the required enactt 


gest, that with a view of punishing th h , by y : 
planter the period ofapprenticeship should pressions, that Parliament 


atonce expire. He thought that such a abdicate its function and to suffer them te 

course would be most unjust as far as the devolve on Exeter-hall, he t ythoucht 

planters were concerned, and most unwise that they would strike a great blow at the 

with reference to the interests of the legislative authority of Parliament. but he 

colonies. The proposal made by hon. did not hesitate to say. that they w 1 de 

Gentlemen was, to put an abrupt and im- | pi themselves of that influenc hich 

mediate termination to th tate of an- thev ¢ it Ker he fter in mo- 

prenticeship without any preparatory m derat violent ] ns which sf 

sures. There might be a ditlerence of ! 1 our West- 

opinion upon the qui sti n w { r [ ! I 

prenticeship ought ever to have been | duri 

troduced, though he thcugcht, that | t of t | 

noble Friend had done richt in substitut 

that system for a state of slavery, wit 

incurring the fearful risk of a: 

emancipation; but many of those \ lit of 

differed from him on that question, « ries. 

curred with him in deprecating an abrupt If we told t in of ries 

and immediate termination to the existing that 

system, Were hon. Members quite sul agepend t . t a if 

that the real comforts of the n | | ) f slaver 

not more in the power of the whites than in those countries ild be formidably in- 

they at first imagined, and were they creased. His belief was, that no power 

quite certain, that if the negro were sud- , on the face of the globe could t th 

denly placed in the state of a British free- permanent continua of slavery He 

man he would enjoy all his material believed, that the wisest course both 

comforts ? The House should remember Fra ind America to adopt, we ld be, 

that our colonies were not undera despotic immediately to tak to the lera- 

Government like that of Spain, which tion m for the ultimate t ition 

could by a royal ordinance secure to tl slay It 1 ble 1 : 

newly-emancipated apprentices the t ci- 

practical rights of freemen. Only tw 

years remained for the considerati 

measures to be found for the regul 

new state of society, and he trusted, that t f hun y, t othe: 

the House of Commons would not, by ex the] 

sanctioning a breach of eng 1 + 

the same time be SULLY of such pl pita- LOW DY \ h rr. 

tion and folly as never could b ' ; 

from the Legislature of Great Britain, or tell foreizn countries that they had no 

indeed from any other legislature in the right to come to any compromise on this 

world. They might depend upon it, when subject, and that t was no medium 

the year 1840 should come, the condition between very and immediate emancipa- 
of the master and the apprentice would tion? If we held that languag should 

demand the careful and impartial attention be tl h ol 

of Parliament. They would lave many of a peaceful settlement. H lieved, 
evils and difficulties to contend with, that the great triumph of th expecrime 
and unless they showed by their votes to would be an amicable adjustment; bnt it 
the white proprietor that they acted with liberty was to be \ | 

deliberate judgment, and held the scal from the master by the slave, he | see 





me of justice with a ste dy hand, the y would nothing in ti aistane t a long irse 
h impair and weaken the power which they \ if, 
° would then be cailed upon to exercise. II ywever, the House of ( d 
they in their hearts believed, that the | that Idi t the 


mediate abolition of the system of appren- appeals that were made to their passions, 
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and permitted this experiment to be fairly 
and successfully worked out, they might 
look forward toa time, perhaps they might 
even live to sce it, when in every other 
country of the world the very name of 
slave would be forgotten. But it was pos- 
sible that by misleading the slave, and by 
inciting persons to tell him that by a vote 
of the House of Commons he 
free, he might be led to acts of violence 
in endeavouring to assert his liberty which 
must be repressed by force, and which 
would not only prevent our own appren 
ticed negroes from following a course ¢ 
peaceful industry, but would, at the sam 
‘ 


time, afford to thelslave proprietor « 5 


was actually 


countries an excuse for doggedly refusi 
his assent to an amicable adjustmen 
Upon these grounds he should feel it his 
duty to give his cordial support to the re- 
solutions prop ysed by the hon. t 
the Member for Devonport. 

Mr. O’Connel/ said, that the right hon. 
Baronet who had just sat down had ob 
jected to the form in which the hon, B 
ronet, the Member for Warwickshire, had 
brought forward his motion this even- 
ing. Now he (Mr. O’Connell) thought 





fCOMMONS} Negro Apprenticeship. $20 


the House, and it was therefore with the 
ereatest regret that he had heard that 
right hon. Gentleman speak of the nu- 
merous delays which must take placc 


af | ae | ee 
efore the necroes could be finally eman 


( Ipate d. Ther ght hon. Gentlemnan seemed 
to calculate this period at four ye 
What ! were they to have four years more 
of slavery? According to him, the pre 
paration for freedom would occupy tl 
interval of t Why, they had ha 
four years of preparation already. ‘I 
money had beet par but thing else ha 
be det S; } ». Members tall 
ft da of a too spcedy emancip 
tions but 1 { lange improy 

( 1v. According to t 12th section 
{} is \ 1 Act | tl [st 
({ucust, | ), slavery is to be utterly an 
for ¢ i i,” subject to the qualilic 
tions and restrictions in the act theretof 
menti t vet the right hon. Gentl 
man, the Member for Coventry, spoke o 
further interval from the pres ut time of 
four years. What effect, he would ask 


| would naturally be produced among th 


that, that form, the form of a resolution, | 
| proceedings of the other? If the Govern 


was the most convenient, because it placed 
the principle at issue before the House, and 
did not enter into details. The right hon. 


| . *1) | ‘ 
nevroes by this vacillation in their enact 
ments—by this irresolution in their deci 
7 ) } 

sions, which ec ntradicted tn one week th 


nent persevered in their present course, 


| was dubious whether the negroes would not 


Baronet had exhibited rather a chivalrous | 


spirit in his allusion to the Exeter-hall 
mectings. He was unwilling, it seemed 


] 


that the entire weight of censure should | 


fall on the Government, but was ready t 

take his own share of it. The right hon. 
Baronet’s allusion to Guiana ha 
met by anticipation, and answered by in- 
controvertible facts. The hon, Gentleman, 
the Member for Oxford, had stated, upon 
the authority of the Chief Justice of 
England and of all the colleges at Oxford 
that there was no contract between th 
Legislature and the planters,—that thi 


’ 


Spe dily emerg from their present trat 
quil position, Never had so much 
! moral agitation been exhibited in’ th 
count i na qu stion a 1 | 
| pl | } piesent oc ) | 
was l ther i ' pate | nor pre 
f] I Dt cal ( { O nd det 
ined { its ) I I 
tern ed move ( to | very ¢ 
Lus th felt ¢ ny ed that { 
Eneolish peop! had been swind 
out i thei in that t 
planters had pocketed 20,000,0002., wl 
they should not have touched a si! 


20,000,0002. was given in the shape of a | 


donation—he repeated, that it was given 
in the shape of a donation ; and that what 
the Legislature gave, it had a right also to 


take away. Such was the argument of 


the hon. Member, and he was ovly sorry 
that he had not spoken consistently 
throughout. 
O’Connell) most regret was, an observation 
of the right hon. Gentleman, the Membe 
for Coventry (Mr. Ellice). He knew theim- 
pression which that nioht hon. Gentleman’s 


sentiments were inthe habit of making on 


| 


bt een 
penny, iie was ela ', that the ri rht hon 
Bia wy OEY 
Baronet, the Member for ‘Tamworth 


> 


| spoken of the propriety of the British Le- 


< 1 } 
gisiature pursuing suca a course i 


i would stimulate France and America 


What occasioned him (Mr, | 


}emancipate their slaves also. Ameri 
: ; : 
more than any other nation of the eart 
was disgraced by pursuing this horri 
trafic; for she had cone to war with | 
land on the ground that E: sland desi 
( eI lave i } } d a) lain | { i 
| proclained, at t 
. h4 } } r } M 
period, that every human being had a 
inher nf rhyt {o freedom of action, ti 
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selves, bad slaves in the West Indies. Of 
all these task-masters, the Spanish were 
the best; he was very much afraid that 
he must say the English were 
Yet the negroes had presented themselves 





} + 
the wors 





before them in an attitude which it was 
as impossible to praise too highly as it 


was difficult to overstate their titness for 


emancipation, He must say, that the en 
tire weight of evidence was in favour of 
immediate emancipation, Miany of the 


provisions of the Slavery Amendment 


Act were a downright insult to the negro 
The proof ol th negroes freedom was 
made to consist in the fact of work- 
ing five days out of the seven for nothin 


What substantial benefit had he gained 
by that act? 
not be flogged by the master 
master subjecting himself to a penalty. 
But then he could be flogged throug! 
intervention the special magistrate, | 
who, if he objected, was forthwith trans- 
ferred to England, a the case of 
Dr. Palmer. He invented nothing; but 
who, he would ask, was to talk to him of 
danger? The whole danger was in con- 
tinuing the system. He contended, that 
the 20,000,000/. was paid to the planters 
in violation of the law, and that the Ene- 
lish people had been blindfolded. In 
prematurely paying that money a debt 
had been incurred to the negro—the debt 


Undoubtedly, he 


ot 


3 witness 
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Spanish, the Dutch, the French, and our- | 
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not the fact. [In their recent legislative 
enactment they had admitted, that it was 
not the fact. He turned on them, then, 


and s Lid, “¢ At length make compensation 
to the While, to the Repre- 


+ 


» ) 
tatives of the peopie ol 
t 


nation.” 


sCil 


England as- 


sembled before him, he said, that they 
would have to answer to their onstituents, 


Gi cl, and to their own ec nsciences, 
of this 


hell 


10 tolerating the continuance 


ibomination. 
Lord Stanley, after the unanswerable 
S} 1 of his right hon. Friend, the Mem 
for Tamworth, would have felt wholly 
di rged from the necessity of tre spassing 
on the House, even though, from the offi- 
\ ! which he had fo rly held, 
ht | up} 1 to have a peculia 
n with t measure which was 
now under consideration, but for some ob 


ervations which had fallen from the hon. 
and learned who had just sat 


That learned Member 


Gentleman 


down. hon. and 


| had commenced by saying, that the mode 


adopted by the hon. Baronet, the Member 
fur Warwickshire, so far from being liable 
to objection, was the most convenient which 
could be pursued ; because—a most sin- 
oular reason—he avoided entering into de- 
tails, and contented himself with laying 
down a broad abstract principle: this was, 
his opinion, exactly the same thing as to 
laud the hon. Baronet, because n¢ pon 
himself nor upon those who acted with him, 


In 


ither u 


of protection, which had not been paid; | did he take the responsibility of carrying 
and a debt had also been incurred to the | bis resolution into effect, and because he 
English people. That debt h id been in- | also re tre ited sates the minor r¢ sponsibility 
curred, he contended, against the statute, | Of submitting to the House those details by 

which alone a bill could be arranged—by 


| By sectit n 44 of the Emane 
it was enacted, 


1 sum of 20,000,00' 


applicable 


“ Thatno part of thesai 
shall be applied, o 
to the purposes 


Shall be made 





ioresalt unless an order 





which alone anv effect could be given to the 
resolution. This was undoubtedly a most 
convenient course for Gentlemen who were 
} 


esirous to act upon the feelings and pas 
sions of hon. Members—not to appeal to 
their reason and judgment—who loved to 
jump at once to the conclusion which they 


| desired to reach, and pronounce the whole- 


sale condemnation of a system. To Gen- 


| tlemen entertaining such views, the difh- 


|culty of their task was materially dimi- 


shall have been first made by his Majesty, | 

with the advice of his Privy Council, dis- | 

o | tinctly stating, that an adequate and _satisfac- 

on tory provision has been made in the said 

‘i colony for carrying into effect the present act 
Le- of Parliament.” 

” It was, therefore, an essential condition 

that this satisfactory provision should be 

made. The Privy Council had stated 

| that it was so; but the fact was other- | 


wise. [It was now admitted on all hands 
u that no such satisfactory provision had 
been made. He (Mr. O'Connell) there- 


fore arraigned them of this crime before 
the people of England. 
in their Orde 


They had stated | 


Council that which was 


of 





nished by generalizing, and undoubtedly 
the most convenient course for them was to 
proceed at once by resolution, rather than 
to grapple with the real difficulties of the 
, and bring ina bill. The hon. Gen- 
tleman should recollect, however, that the 
Government must either act upon that re- 
decline to act; and while the 
hon. Gentleman recollected that he placed 


thi it situation, he should 


Cas 


solution, or 


(;,overnment in th 


| ) ) 
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also remember, that his right hon. Friend, 
the Member for Tamworth, would feel 
himself equally deterred by feelings of hu- 
manity and justice from carrying such a 
resolution into effect. Did the hon. Ba- 
ronet himself propose to carry it into effect ? 
If he did not, did he think it possible, that 
the resolution could rest unrescinded, un- 
corrected, on the journals of the House of 
Commons, without the danger of conse- 
quences ensuing of the most alarming and 
mischievous nature? He had mentioned, 
that many persons had been led away by 
exaggerated statements, and the hon. and 
learned Gentleman afforded him a happy 
illustration of the manner in which the 
best-disposed were frequently misled whilst 
stating circumstances which were after- 
wards proved to be false. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman had stated, that the 
Legislature of Barbadoes had come to the 


determination not to pass any measure of 


emancipation themselves, but had resolved 
to throw it on the British Parliament. 
Now, it turned out, that this had been 
proposed by only two or three of the 
principal speakers of the Legislative As- 
sembly, and surely it was not to be taken 
as the determination of the whole body ; 
for although the hon, and learned Gen- 
tleman was one of the principal speakers 
himself in the British House of Parlia- 
ment; yet he should be sorry if the opi- 
nions of the hon. Member were taken as 
expressing those of the House generally 
on important questions. The hon. Gen- 
tleman had stated a case which had oc- 
curred in one of the some 
children of a slave having been turned 
out of doors, and having been left in a 
state of destitution; but, unfortunately 
for the hon. Gentleman's correspondent, 
the case had been sifted to the bottom, and 
proved to be utterly void of truth. He 
held in his hand a despatch from Sir 
Evans Macgregor, Governor of Barba- 
does, to Lord Glenelg, dated the 12th 
of June, 1837, containing the result of 
the inquiry, that had been made into this 
case, and stating, that the charge had been 
totally refuted. He could mention other 
instances in which misstatements had been 
made; one in particular which had been 
made in that House by Mr. Buxton, than 
whom there was no man more conscientious ; 
but, from having been misled, he stated 
facts which seriously reflected on the cha- 
racter of the Solicitor-General of Barba- 
does. By a special committee, the charge 


1 . » 
colonies, of 
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declared his regret at having stated any- 
thing which was untrue, and of which he 
had been misinformed, that had wounded 
the feelings of any member of the Colonial 
Government. The charge, that had been 
made, he would repeat, had been most dis- 
tinctly answered in the negative by the 
authorities of the colony, and several letters 
had been received from the stipendiary 
magistrates, saying, that no such fact had 
occurred. But cases like these, which 
could not be sifted here, were made the 
subject of exaggeration at public meetings, 
and credulous persons assented to the state- 


ments they heard; whilst the authors of 


them, who refused to agree to a committee 
of the House being appointed to investi- 
gate them, might act, perhaps, with honest 
feelings, but were doing great injustice to 
the planters of the West Indies ; 
their views were acted on, they would in- 
volve this subject in interminable difficulty. 
The charge, that he had alluded to was 
said to be taken from a paragraph in a 


| newspaper—surely not a good foundation 
) 


|for such a charge — and 


only 


arrived 


i that day; but it was only a repetition of a 


| 








charge, that had been already made a 
matter of inquiry, and had been refuted. 
That was not the time for discussing the 


| merits of the apprenticeship system in the 


first instance ; it was not the question 
then whether unqualified freedom ought to 
have been given or not; whether danger 
might have arisen from the former course, 
or whether a preparatory condition ought 
to be imposed. He certainly entertained 
strong opinions on that point, and he had 
never uttered those opinions, that if in 
1832 unqualified freedom had been granted 
to the slaves, the safety of the West-Indian 
colonies would have been hazarded, and the 
happiness of the negroes endangered. 
Those, too, were the opinions held at that 
time, and he believed now, by persons who 
had been advocates of the measure, and had 
since watched its progress, by persons who 
had been examined by Parliament as to the 
feelings and influence that then existed in 
the West Indies. It was not possible to 
argue now ona course which had_ been 
taken five years ago from the experience 
gained since that time, but he was quit 
prepared to take upon his shoulders the 
responsibility, as a Minister of the Crown, 
of having passed a measure, which without 
bloodshed, violence, or ruin, but with jus- 
tice to all proprietors, had produced such 
great and satisfactory results, and which 


proved unfounded, and Mr. Buxton then | had been thus characterised after an inter- 
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val of five years by his successor in the | 
Colonial-office. Lord Glenelg in the latter | 
part of 1837, speaking of the appre nticeship e 
system, although the — and learned Mem- 
ber (Mr. O'Connell) observed, that nothing 
had been done under it, said “ that the 
experiment had been such as to justify the 
most sanguine hopes of the 

advocates of the measur 
had been made fo 
sarily existed consequence of the pre- 
vious colonial system. ‘That he felt him- 
self entitled from satisfactory evidence to 
assert, that in the comparatively short 
period a great a nt had taken plac 
in the society of the colonies, and, that | 
there had been an accession to the sum of 
the honour and happiness of the colo-| 
nists.” He further said, “ that it \/as not 
the least gratifying part to know, that 
instead of causing any relaxation of those 
bonds by which the Sovereign and the 


7 
authors and 
, after deductions 


‘the abuses which neces- 





people were united, it had, on the contrary, 
created a greater respect for the law, had 
increased the sense of security from better 
notions of the value of property, and, 1 
a foundation had thus been laid for tl 
safe accomplishment of the transition 
from slavery to freedom which was so neat 
at hand.” ‘That was the statement of 
Lord Glenelg ; not an ex parte statement 
derived from false reports of atrocities 
made by stipendiary magistrates, but a 
statement made after a 
review of all the colonies as to the operation 
of a most perilous experiment. When he 
read such testimony as this, and knew, 
that the question before Parliament was 
not whether the system should be per- 
petual, or some change be made to move 
corrupt freedom, but whether within two 
years, when no preparation had been made 
in consequence of the advocates of the ne- 
groes having objected to such preparation 
until the last moment, 

might terminate safely if well provided for, 
but might be attended with 

changed before, was to be at once given up ; 
he must say he thought no man could be 
found who would risk the result of an 
experiment which had sueeceded so much 
beyond the hopes of its most sanguine advo 
cates. The hon. Member for Coventry 
had said, that under no _ circumstances 
would he agree to the suspension of the 
Legislatures of the colonies; but how 
could the -»y hope for their serious co-ope- 
ration if on such grounds as these the 
House took on themselves to do that 
which the colonial Legislature had con- 


calm and gencral 


a svstem which 


danger if 
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7 


tended, and which he contended, was 
a breach of faith in a national engagement ? 
The hon. Gentleman, the a r for Ox 


ford, had said, there was no contract: but 
l 


: 
1@ must distinctly sav, that he br uvht for- 
ward this measure, with the clauses fo 
compensation-money, and tl pprentices 
bg 

ship system, as part of the sti tion with 
ti } ft rs to g1\ ip their s he S¢ 
two points had been matte of discussion 
wit rotiation with tl \\ t-!n DOU 

1 4] ee, Se SS { 

and though th money ha been after- 
wards augmented by Parliament from 
15,000,0 Ol. to 20,000 ,000/., the term of 
apprenticeship had been diminished from 


twelve years to six. But what was the 
condition proposed at the time? That 

t be rece iV € d 
bv the lan} rite ler loads ] ; 

yy the colonists until provisions had been 


compensation-money should n 





er a pene ] ; 
made, tor carrying the mcasure into 
perfect execution. It was then stated 
to His Maj in Council, that ad 
quate id satisfactory provision had been 
made, and all the consequent Orders in 
Cou were laid on the tab! f tl 
Ho If Parlian had not tl trusted 
thed ition of Minister tl h pro- 
| h pi 
vision had been ma de, it was the luty to 
nav alled fo th &-oF la 


Legislature, and to have interposed, but 
they wer then allowed to be sufficient for 
] 


the purpos [le admitted there were de- 
fects in the acts, but Lord Mulgrave, then 
Governor of Jamaica, had thought them 


adequate. ‘The Government, however, 
did not rest on his authority alone for the 
acts were examined by Mr. Stephens and 
other authorities, and th y then decided, 
that they were satisfactory to the full ex- 


tent required by the statute. To those 





who said nothing had been done under 
the apprenticeship system, he would read a 
portion of a despate h received from Sir 
James Carmichael Smyth last vear in re- 
ference to this sub ct:— He con atu- 
lated Lord Glenelg on the improved state 
of the colony (British Guiana), and the 
increased moral and religious feeling, evi- 
denced by the number of marriages, by th 
communicants at the sacraments, by the 


children who attended the schools.” He 
spoke of the “improved condition of the 
labouring classes, proved by the quantity 
of manufactures exported, and said, that 
the transition from the dejected and almost 
naked slave to the cheerful and decently 
clad labourer eculd only be believed by 
those who had recently revisited the colony 
after an absence of several years. ‘The 
| apprenticeship system was to teach the 
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negroes to depend on their own industry.’ 
The extracts he had read were a vindication 
of the system, and proved what a positive 
infatuation it was on the part of those who 
wished to interrupt so happy, and at the 
same time so rapid a progress to eman 
cipation. The governor, Sir J. C. Smyth, 
said also, that looking to the change which 
had already taken place, he looked forward 
to the change of 1840 without any great 
degree of apprehension. Now, if in a co- 
lony the highest, perhaps, of any 
Antigua and Barbadoes, where the prepa- 
rations were more advanced, governor 
only looked forward satisfactorily to eman- 
cipation by the present course, how could 
the House think to secure the safety, hap- 
piness, and increasing prosperity of a colony 
less advanced, where there had been less 
preparation by law, if they broke in on its 
progress, necessarily slower than in Guiana, 
by violently seizing on that term which 
had become the right of the proprietors, 
and thereby setting the parties in irrecon- 
cilable hostility with each other? He 
would ask the House whether it was not 
double madness, knowing, that the resolu- 
tions proposed could not be carried into 
effect, to send them out to the colonies as 
the resolutions of Parliament ; which, by 
the excitement they would cause, would 
tend to destroy the peaceful spirit that at 
present existed there? He hoped the House 
would not be led away by the declamations 
on the one side agzinst the sound and 
logical arguments employed by the other. 
Let it be understood that the British Par- 
liament would not permit the smallest in- 
fraction of the obligations entered into ; 
that it would not listen to any proposi- 
tion to prolong the term of negro ap- 
prenticeship; and he did entertain a 
hope, that by the joint efforts of the Bri- 
tish Government and the colonial legisla- 
tures, the two years yet to elapse, which 
were not one moment too long, might be 
usefully employed devising those laws 
which were necessary to lead the negro 
population from the transition condition 
of apprenticeship into the state of whole- 
some and constitutional freedom. 

Dr. Lushington was understood to say, 
that the system of apprenticeship, which 
the noble Lord opposite considered it 
almost madness to touch, had been estab- 
lished by a majority of seven votes only, 
and that it was, in point of fact, con- 
demned by the act lately passed to compel 
the colonial legislatures to carry into ef. 
fect the intentions of the Slavery Aboli- 


exc pt 
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tion Act. He had been 
some of the observations which had been 
made in the course of the debate. The 
lon. Member for Waterford had thought 
fit to argue this question in the same way 
as if he had been discussing the sale of a 
horse or the purchase of an estate, when 
the subject under consideration was, in 
reality, the prosperity, and 
freedom from oppression, of 700,000 
human beings. The right hon. Baronet 
opposite had 
Guiana; and he, therefore, 
form the right hon. 
acting governor of 
despatch, dated the 
present year, sp 


disgusted with 


happiness, 


begged to in- 

Gentleman that the 
that colony had ina 
17th of March in the 
eaking of one of the 
largest estates, the proprietor of which 
had received the greatest amount of com- 
pensation-money, observed, that he viewed 
with the deepest regret and indignation 
the hospital system, and expressed his as- 
tonishment that it should hitherto have 


escaped detection. The hon, 


for Covent try had told 


Member 
that he 


was not prepal ed to legislate on the sub- 


the House, 


ject unless In connexion with some pro- 
position for a poor-law. He could tell 
that hon. Gentleman that he had carefally 
investigated the workin g of the poor-laws 
existing in some of and the 
result of his examination was, that out of 
100 persons receiving relief, ninety-eight 
were whites, and two only were blacks. 


the colonies, 


Lord J, Russell having been expressly 
appealed to by the hon. Member who last 
addressed the House, and by other hon. 
Members, he felt he should not be doing 
his duty if he did not declare his determi- 
nation to support the motion of his hon. 
Friend near him, and to oppose the amend- 
ment of the hon. Baronet opposite ; and, 
in reference to the petitions which had 
been presented to the House, praying for 
the immediate abolition of the appren- 
ticeship system, he wished at once to state 
the opinion wh ich he entertained of the 
petitioners. He ae ved the hon. Member 
for Dublin was guilty of no exaggeration 
when he said that a large portion of those 
petitioners were pious, religious, and most 
estimable individuals; but, although he 
fully admitted, that such was the case, 
yet, a large majority of them were th¢ 
same individuals who had petitioned the 
House on the subject previous to the 
passing of the Act of 1833, and who held 
a conscientious opinion that slavery in any 
form was a sin of so deep a dye, that 





referred to the state of 
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nothing short of its immediate and entire | 











Carri il€ nad I I 
ab liti cht t } > tole t i \} } + ] ; La,] ] 
abolition ough Oo bt olerated or con- what steps h in ) 1 to tak 
templated. He respected such persons, r he had re¢ ' 
but, at the same time, he must say. that | B 1 not intend to t 
in Many instances, their opinions wet \ carre t tl 
not formed from investigation, and that ti which the H a dg 
they did not take into consideration ved to hir 
the certain consequences which would r { rany ys he micl 

? ¥ ‘ - < 
sult from such measures as they a ited irv a fu neriod \ 
‘ 1: 43 | . 4 j , A 
Combined with those individuals. they i 
were many, he was persuaded, who had S A heea A 
vield d to the 1 TEE t t] g t ( , 
YiICiaCed eas AU} CSCI AOTLS [ { { nment t take e} c 
1 } 7 } } 
made to them, and who did n t from il popula whorl 
pete P 
tue impulses of their own reason. 1 o carry the resi 
By es a ns Gate See “1 ; ; : 
were, however, others—he | ped hey l. into effect or 
were but a few—who acted from a desire , MEETS tithe at 
propose 
* e , i 
to injure a party Opposed to them in their 5 ar : 
views, or from a wish to injure political | that the act for the emancipati 
opponents. Now, he did think, that en- | nevri ‘ 1 wo on nd time 
tering on this great question which in- | be given for the preparation of t] 
1 } - } > } . . 2: ; 
volved the welfare of thousands of their | m ‘ v on iltera 
fellow creatures soiely irom a desire to would | in t nditi 
injure certain members of the Government v1 1 in 1840. If tl 
in the estimation of their constituents and | did Pars peers 
upporters, was a ( ro iw da f th a of +1 
tending to degrade a great ca to er | ti vst 1+] 
such pers in tl of tl result cae te 
country, and | t li \ V to ho XT iti Vv‘ 

] 4} + 4 1 7 
soclate With (thos lO ll nalyv H would hay »> th ‘ 
duals whi ( ated the t N t ] id tte! ! 
immediate abol f slavery As to the | exy hould « ion 
question before the Hou { leba had | f ike ¢ p! e of o1 I 
already shown how that od. When jn Vv 
they first entered on any legislative meas j Hou divided = 

'y } 93 7499 = tha lawae | ~ " — 
sure for the emancipat n oO the slaves, | 1 lyes 2 : Noes ] 

? ® } . ~ 
they saw other nations holding in a stat , ) 
of oppression hundreds of thousands of } . 
their fellow-creatures, and the attempt | A YI 
made by Earl Grey’s Government was to] 4, = ee 

’ ng is AC j Bz > 
¢ : ae — , hw vaet | : 
put an end to siavery, md, DY radual | Acl Fy ) B w j 
means, to introduce social improvement | Adam. Adn B \ 
} ’ ; - . ae ? , a 
through ul Ave < Chat great 1} Ad \ nt }} I \\ 

. } j ‘ 
experiment was now In progress, and they | A 5 B 
had arrived at a period when they might | \ B =) 

ee ] ; Bigs Eee ae 1 Ar ( 13 | 
conudently expect a | conclusion to . 
1! Fe } r +} \ S B { S 
their undertaking. Li] er to the | , as 
: Pe LP ere ae. \ B 
attainment of that a ed ¢ t if Was ' > 
i iD 


necessary to have all parties in the ce lo- 
nies and at home acting together in per- 
fect harmony, and it wa tial that 
nothing should take pla nding to iri 
tate the feelings of any party, or to create 
disunion in the colonies. Was 1 
reason that he had looked with apprehen- 
sion at any motion similar to the one which 
had been moved by the hon. Baronet op- 
posite: and he looked on that motion with 
the more apprehension, from the conduct 
of the hon. Baronet after he had carricd 


his resolution. When the resolution was 
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fW th, for ( te Reform.— 
. MusKetr, f nty of Mayo 
I Mr. PARKER 
Proper ) 
- fr Me l 
Ur } j 
I pothec 
\ ( M facturers of 
tir Act rela g 
JACH Nw, 3 i 
of } 
( t the 
Mr. T.B.H 
\ \ — 
\\ f I l 
( ? { ] 
a \I ( ation 
By M I Corpor 1 of 
Local 
B eparate 
4 re 
\T 
LUNICIPAI Corporations (IRE- 
] | a | } 
LA Lord Russell moved the 
1 ] ¥ . 
order of the day for the House resolving 
{ i toa nmitt of the whole House 
. ] rn ] ] 
upon t lu pal ( rations (Ireland) 
> 
Y) | ' « | ] 
Wn th juestion that the speaker do 


ive the chair. 


a np ; - e 1] me ee 
sir 2. Peel said, he would avail him- 


| ] ] ¢ fm > 
; self of that occasion » fulfil the promise 


! which he had given some days ago, that 


he would take an op] previous to 


| yrtunity, 


| the House going into Committee on the 


Municipal Corporations (Ireland) Bill, to 
indicate his views and intentions with res 
spect to those general measures of Irish 


policy which were now waiting for the 
consideration and determination of Par- 
liament. His wish was not to enter into 


1 minute examination of the details of 


those measures, but rather to give a clear 


Walsh, Sir J. {1 comprehensive y of t principle 
ee Hf. which he intended to apply to them when 
talon 5 Ss: E. | they were brought before the House. On 
Wemyss, J. E. . , . ; 
White, A er would reserve 
Like, Lh ’ 
Wilde. Serge x9 then minutely 
? > ‘j = ee s 
Williams, W. A. in should encumber 
Winnington, T. E. his rive a compre- 


Winnington, H. J. 
Wood, Sir M. 
Worsley, Lord 


IELLERS. 


Ward, LL: G. 


mae LEES OEE LEE Fun 


Wilmot, Sir E | 
| 
} 





| hensive view of the principle by which he 


1 be guided in the consideration of 
those important measures which were be- 
fore Parliament relating to Ireland. He 


would preface the statement which he 


| intended to make by referring to a state- 


ment which had been made last session In 
the other House of Parliament by a noble 
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Friend of his. W he np, on account of the 
death of his late 
Majesty’s 0 
intention of postponing the [1 
cipal Bill till another session, the Duke of 
Wellington made t 

—a declaration which had been been pre- 


Majesty, her present 
Government S$! their 
rish Mu li- 


he following declaration 
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viously quote d by the noble Lord (Russell) | 


opposite, in a bat n another Irish 
measure, during the present session. On 


' aa y ¥ 
the 29th of June the Duke of Wellington 


said— 

* In former discussions with respect to this 
bill (the Irish Municipal Bill) [ stated my 
objections to it. I still retain the saine object- 


must say, that it 


ions. At the same time, | 
is my anxious wish to put an end to the dis- 
cussions with respect to this bill, the Irish 
Tithe Bill, and the Irish P law Bill, b 


1 hI! ‘ vi1 { r) 
them to 1 amicable termi! ion, I 


+} 
t 


bringit 


earnestly wish to put an « 
tion, which was Intl duce | seven years ayo. 


y 
> 
\ 


[ wish some provision should be made for tl 


poor in Ireland. I am desirous to s¢ the 
corporation question settled when arrange- 


ments Can de made for earrving out the oth 





questi cont d with it { 1 most . 
rous that the Parliamentary discussion, that 
now occurs from year to yea should | 
brought to a ck 
In the course of the last session, a id 
1 ] 


in the course of the present session, h 
had declared his entire concurrence i 

sentiments which had been expressed by 
the Duke of Wellington. He stated, that 
it was his earnest desire, if possible, that 
some arrangement should be tend- 


ing to effect a satisfactory adjustment ol 


} 
made 


all those important questions, an i that the 


Members of the Legislature might be per- | 


mitted to ap ly their minds to the consi- 


deration of the general interests of Ireland 
without being met by those feelings which 
disputes on those questions naturally 
engendered. In the course ot 
made a declaration on the third 


| ] 
Munieipal ( 
l 


he had 
reading of the 


Bill, which was a clear f 


ndication of th 
course which he would pursue in relation 
to all the Irish measures before the Hou 
On the 11th of April, 1837, he stated, 


that— 


~T 


“If on seeing those two measures with re- 
spect to the Irish Church and the e 
ment of poor-laws Ireland I should be pre- 
pared to modify in any degree my opposi 
to the Municipal Corporation Bill—then I 
tell the noble Lord, that my chief anxiety 
would be, being in opposition, to declare dis- 
tinctly what those modifications were. Know- 
ing the principles on which it is proposed by 
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the Government to settle the Pp or-law ques- 
tion and the tithe question, we on our part 


- . ' 
ought not to deal in vague generalities with 


espect to the Municipal! Bill. If we op) 
] a 4 + 
ultogether on permanent ounds, that 
3 7 wee 
should be distinetly a ved, and that 1 
we ought to abide [f we are pre] 
make concessions, the nature and extent of 
such Col ions Ought not to \ ithh 1 
to be fully explait | 
= : eer : | 
Ow, Il Was I mere:y vecause [ 
declarations, previously made, might b 


supposed still to be binding on the indivi- 


dual who mad them, but vecaus he co 


+ ‘ ( es } ¢ + 
tinued to ¢ n fully and entirely tl 
opinions then set forth, that he came for- 


ward to give the explanation he had 
mised. 
which he had last year professed to see 


pro- 
He did retain the same anxiety 


' br le ¢ 
yuestions Orougnt to an 


those important q 

i 
amicable termination, and he held it 
iIncumoent on them, being In Opposilion, 


after the leneth of time, that had el ips d 
since these measures were first prop sed, 
} and his friends had full satis- 
questions on 
Lich they differed with thei opponents— 


{ erests 


| + 
ne in 


2d more particularly to 


1 
of the Estab ied Church in Treland—he 


did think it incumbent upon them, if they 

. 1 . . , . 
rec ed that satisfaction, not to deal in 
vazu neralities with re 3pé ct to the 


Irish Municipal Corporations sill, but 
what 
which they were 


frankly to inform the Government 


the modifications were 
\ r to accept. 


oF If they were prepared 
er a permanent and uncompromising 
opposition to any of the measures of the 
tion ought frankly 
hand, 
v the necessity of settling all 
reference to 


} , 
Government, that opp 


to be declared. fy. ON the other 


1 ~ bd } 
those questions which had 


Ireland—if they foresaw the necessity, for 


instance, of granting corporations to Ire- 
land—and if they saw the expediency of 
eranting them, then they ought not to 
withhold those views and intentions from 
the Government ; but, on the contrary, 
those \ Ws \ d intent as ( ieht fi inkly 
to | tated, in order that the Govern- 
ment might be enabled to act with moré 


celerity and effect. The noble 
opp site, and others, seemed to 
that the course which the Opposition had 
pursued, on the proposal of his hon. Friend 
the Member for Devonshire, to rescind the 
resolutions of 1835, was inconsistent with 
those former declarations. The noble Lord 
opposite, and his friends, appeared to 
infer, that they had changed their minds 


Lord 


think, 
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with respect to the expediency of settling | 
the question of the Irish ¢ 

Some thought that they were mo: 

with the presentcondition oft! 

than they formerly were, | 

posed to rest on the ex 

spect tothe property of t! 

that being | 

the Chure! atl 

the sett! 

corpe ratl } 

upon the mind of the nobl Wi 
most erroneous. If such had been tl 
notives by which they were tuated 
bringing forward th 

the resolution of 183 

they not be influenced 


now? On the division 
on that occasion, 312 o1 
corded their opinions, 
principle of appropriation. 
that motion was broug} 
view to avoid 

question, or fi 
settlement, the 
after that demous 
streneth, the y shou 
by the same motive 
not brought forward 


nor with anv such views; 


f 


was desirous not to revive t] 
former discussion, yet he 
to state what the ¢ 

that motion was proposed, 
it essentially necessary to 
cord their continued 
solution, not to admit the 
church properly, Th y thoug 
was not, in the resolutions moved 
noble Lord, nor in the short speec! 
the noble Lord de live re d on pr 
adoption by the House, a 
claimer of the appropriation principl 
a distinct statement as to tl 


adgiel 


1 


} 


which that principle was Involved in the 
resolutions which were moved. T] 
those resolutions sent 

tended with any explanat 

found, that an opinion, p 

neous, but not an unnatural o; 

formed in that country, that appropriat 
was involved in the resolutions p1 
by the Government. Those pei ! 
Ireland who were naturally sensitive in 1, m 
regard to the alienation of church pro rtained, with regard to brit 
perty, found, in one of the resolutions, ition on the abstract 
the word ‘appropriation,’ the word ‘ sur- | | ever re perience m 


sons 


cine forward 
ple 
rf 

ight or might 


rine) ol 
| ’ 


, ” ] 
plus,” and the word ‘* education,” and ve confirmed them in those opinions, 





they came, in consequence, to the conclu- | instead o ring forward 


the abstract 
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principle negativing alienation, 
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they | not that he meant to say, that it was not 
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thought it better to propose the rescind- | easy to discover a great many faults in it, 
ing of the resolution which involved that and that a great many objections might 


principle. But if they had any motives 


have been sani against many of its de- 


for postponing the consideration of that | tails, but he felt that it was impossible 
question, if they were satished with the | to eels es into a country unaccustomed 


condition of the Irish Church, if th ley pre= | 
ferred that the existing leas should re- 
main as they were—if such were the mo- 


tives which actuated them, then afterthe | 
| necessary, in the first instance, he was 


manifestation of their strength, should 
they not actuate them now? He declared, 
that they did adhere to the declaration, 
that they had heretofore made, that pro- 
vided they were satisfied with the prin- 
ciple to which they were to give their 
consent, they were disposed to consider 
in what way they could come to an ami- | 
cable settlement cf the whole matter. The 
three questions to which he particularly 
referred were, 
had been made in that House with respect 
to the Irish poor; 2d, the arrangement 


which would shortly come under consi- , 


deration, with respect to the collection of 
tithes in Ireland, and the position of the 
Irish church ; aud 3d, the question to be 
submitted that night, pro forma at least, 
to the committee relating to the Irish Mu- 
nicipal Corporations bill. With respect 
to the Irish Poor-law Bill, he considered 
that bill only touched the other two ques- | 
tions on a single point, but it was a point 

of great importance. 
by establishing the principle of rating, 
they would give an equal and satisfactory 
test of the qualification of the constituency. 
That, he considered, was the only respect in 
which the Irish Poor-law Bill could be fairly 
considered as connected with this ques- | 
tion. He thought, the test of rating a 
most important and an indispensable pro- | 
vision. But still he could not see, sup- 
posing that Irish Poor-law Bill should fail, 

which he should exccedingly regret, that | 
that would be a valid reason for post- 

poning the other measures, particularly 
the Irish Corporation Bill. He did not | 
consider the two measures so closely 
connected, as to afford any valid ground 
of objection to proceeding with the — 
poration bill, because they might not hav 

an Irish poor-law bill. But he did think 
it absolutely necessary to introduce some 
corresponding test, some controlling check, 
which should show what was the qualifi- 
cation of the constituency, and determine 
the real basis of the municipal franchise. 
He had voted for the Irish Poor-law Bill, 


| | power - 


{ perfect. 


Ist, the provisions which , 
| they could discover all the imperfections of 


— repeated appeals were 


That point was, that | 
| as he said before, Ps Poor-law Bill as any 


to poor-laws, a bill of the kind for the first 
\time, without giving a large discretionary 
No doubt, that principle was open 
to very great objection; but deeming it 


disposed to overlook many fair objections 


| which would have applied to that extraor- 
| dinary power. 


It was not because he 
thought the bill perfect, but because he 
| believed, that if poor-laws were to be es- 
tabl sche | in Ireland at all, they must first 
| establish some system which would be im- 
No system would be entirely free 

from objections, and they must wait for 
the lessons of time and experience before 


the measure, or know all the difficulties of 
the case, so as to be able to devise a com- 
plete remedy. After having heard the 
demand on all hands for a poor-law bill 
for Ireland, he certainly did think, that 
when it — in the shape of a pe- 
cuniary imposition, some of them would 
alter their aude’ as in the old fable, 
made to 
Death, and Death at last came, the appli- 
cant changed his gy and wished to 
postpone his visit. He aa not consider, 


| necessary or special adjunct to any other 
measure, except as establishing a principle 
| for testing the qualification of the voter— 
la principle which he considered most im- 
| portant to be —— to the constituency. 
| With respect to the Irish Church, he en- 
'tertained a very different opinion. He 
| wished to see the tithe question settled in 
a satisfactory manner; and a satisfactory 
| adjustment on that head was most import- 
ant, as a preliminary matter. Even for 
the purposes of good local government, 
he should earnestly advise, that that topic 
,of agitation be removed. It was es- 
sential that Parliament should make 
up its mind as to the principle on 
which the tithe question should be ad- 
justed, and that for the sake of the peace 
and tranquillity. of Ireland, as well as for 
the satisfactory working of municipal cor- 
porations, where they were to exist. He 
must insist upon the satisfactory adjust- 
ment of the tithe question, as necessary 
for the peace and safety of the country, 
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On another principle, he must claim the 


performance of a compact, and a strict 
adherence to the provisions of the Roman 
Catholic Relief Act. He must say, and 
he felt fortified in stating it, that if civil 
privileges were to be pervertea, as he 
trusted they would not be, for the shaking 
the principles of those compacts, then, 
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perations in England and Ireland, and | 
equality of civil privileges, he should feel | 


justified in withholding the privileges to | 


be so applied. He conceived, that it 
would be perfectly competent to them to 
adhere to the existing laws on Irish tithes, 
and the present foundation of the Irish 
Church. There was less agitation and 
dissatisfaction ; the law was more regu 
larly enforced, more tithes were recovered 


! 
», trusting 


than before, and upon the whol 


to their own strength to negative the ap- | 


propriation principle, in which strength hi 
should feel the createst confidence, they 


were willing to permit the Irish Church to 


remain as it was at present constituted. 
It would be perfectly open to them to take 


that course; but he did not mean to ac- | 


knowledge, that the non-settlement of the 
Irish Church, and tithe, was a bar to the 


settlement of the question with respect to | 


the Irish Municipal Corporation Bill. It 
they professed to be satisfied with the pre 
sent state of the Irish Church, if they pre- 
ferred the existing law to any law tl 

could be introduced, if they objected 

the settlement of the Irish tithe question, 
then they ought not to urge the non- 
settlement of the Irish tithe question as 
an insuperable obstacle to the settlement 
of the corporation question. Was it for 
the interest of Ireland, was it for the in- 
terest of the Irish Church, that the Irish 
tithe question should remain in its present 
state? He admitted, that this was a sub- 
ject surrounded with difficulties, and so 
would any man find if he would try to 
suggest any elements for a settlement of a 
question of this kind. He believed, that 
the feeling in Ireland, in many parts of 
Ireland, was in favour of the existing law; 
he believed, that there were many persons 
there who greatly preferred the existing 
law to any change that was likely to be 
made. They stated, that a large propor- 
tion of the tithe was now collected; they 


to 


said, that his noble Friend’s bill was | 


coming into gradual operation, and giving 
to the clergyman the whole of his tithe 


composition, in cases where the landlords | receded, they would incur, on the part of 


| that there micht b 


at | 
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had not undertaken the charge; and they 
deprecate ] an alteration mm the law, be- 
cause at present it appeare d equal almost, 
if not wholly so, to their wishes. He was 
bound to say, looking at the permanent 
interests of the Irish Church, that he, for 
one, could not at all acquiesce in those 


| views. He did believe it to be for the in- 
anxious as he was for the identity of cor- | t S | 


terests of the Irish Church, that this Irish 
tithe question should be adjust don rea- 
ynable and satisfactory groun Is, He 
acl l, that there \ it present, per 
haps, s of disturbane ot t public 
peace formerly; that tl was in 
Lore ln r lpr ss for the re- 
covery of tithe: that a larger amount ol! 
tl tra | lin many parts of 
freland; and that there was less agitation 
this sub t than at forme1 p riods. All 

t wel } nts in favour of not 
tor th ting lay But in reply 
to thos ivruments, b must Ly, th it 
h could not but f a that the existing 
calm might be nothing but a delusion; 
that it partly depended on the state in 


which tl 


e question had been pl iced, that 
it partly dep nded on this; and here he 
must observe, that he wished to avoid 
everything which h id initin the least degree 
anything like an offensive character about 
it; but, at the same time, he must say, 


reasons for inculcating 


obedience and submission to the laws 
which might not always continue. Depend 
upon it, the agitation of the tithe question 
could not go on without the danger of 
cl ting it 1t10Nn 1 en yuraginge the 
\ t $ y | lowe orders of 
the people. The | iyment of tithes could 
ot ve resist | without endanys ring the 
loss of nts—navy, the verv salmon which 
the hon. Gentleman, the Member for 


Waterford, wished to protect, would not 
repose in safety in the Shannon. In short, 
the security of all property must be en- 
dangered, every description of property 
would be exposed to violation, when the 
laws were resisted by physical force. It 
must also be evident, that if the Opposi- 
tion now refused to accede 


sition for the 
tion, th ye 


to any propo- 
settlement of the tithe ques- 
uld recede from the ground 


they had formerly t iken, and that if by 
relying on the temporary tranquillity, by 
relying on a calm which might have arisen 
from the very circumstance that those 
ofters had be en made, and that the ques- 


tion had been kept in suspense, they now 
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the Church, the whole of the responsibility 
if they broke 
away from the original course. What 
would be the cons quence if they left the 
ll unsettled 2 In a consider- 
able part of Ir land, for some to 
rey must remain dependent 
on the pying tenantry, they being 
chiefly Roman C if they broke 
away from the principles ind hopes that 
were entertain it | { | 
imht endanger the C 
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of whatever might occur 


questi 1 Stl 
years 
come, the cle 
OcCU 


} 
itholies, 


they 


a rmer 


}? rlo ids, 


th because, ! 


ateiv VI ve 


untortul 


as had bs ise, anc 


t 
blood 
| 
( 


8) n req itiv tn be 


should be enforce 


iws, the current 

thurebh might be 
consequences, a 

arise which would press on the 
of the tithe ion 

would h ype id] 
satisfactory adjustment of it | 
effected if they approach d tt 
was a temporary and comp 
He, for one, strongly advised the Church, 
looking to its comprehensive and perma- 


quest at time whe: 


a 


be less al rospect 


ian could be 
the 


1} 
white re 


rative calm. 


nent interests not to neglect the oppor- | 


tunity which might be offered for a satis- 
factory adjustmentof this kind. Hecould 


not, consistently with his former course, | 
have entered into the consideration of the | 


Municipal Corporation Bill fo Ireland, if 
the noble Lord had not led him to hope 
that in respect to the tithe question there 
was a prospect ¢ f a conciliatory settlement. 
ven now he must fairly state, that 

should reserve himself entirely for th 
third reading of the [rish ¢ oration Bill, 
he made no obj 
bill, Hey 
ar 


an unworthy course to pursue, when these 


but ction now to the pro- 


d his ol \\ ction in 


ress of th 


the spirit of peace. did think it would bi 
mreat questions 
if they 
effect a 
were to sp 1 their ime in pa 
He mi rt} 

so W ist 


shall come on befor 


were under 


yusideration, 
really were mutually ielined to 
nt, if th y 
rty strug- 


Satisiact 


; in former 

Tithe 
the Corporation Bill,” 
micht have been 
thereon; but the nt he heard the 
noble Lord - Before you give your 
final consent to the Irish Corporation Bill 
you shall have an opportunity of discuss- 
ing with me the pro 
Tithe Bill, and I only ree \ 
to the [rish Corporation Bill as far as 
commit yourself to it, on the understand- 


shall be {to 


ores, 


years, 1s 


and a division 
mom 


say 


visions Of 


our 


ine that the other satisfactory 
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resorted | 

] 

i 


the | 


tad Vs | ' 
»} the proposition that the 


Bill | 


tak: n 


you 
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you”"—when he heard that, retaining of 
course his own opinion, he thought it 
would not be proper to enter into unbe- 
coming conflicts. The noble Lord had 
stated, that it was his intention in Com- 
mittee on the Irish Tithe Bill to make a 
general proposition, that the Irish tithe 
compositions should be converted into a 
rent-charge, to be paid by the first estate 
of inheritance, and therefore, in a consi- 
derable part, by Protestant landlords. He 
| should to that Le 
should say nothing of the amount of reduc 
| tion—that 
of detail, 


“his 


(Trelana ). 





consent resolution. 
was not a matter of principle,but 
and therefore he s':ould reserve 
observations that topic. But ¢t 
Irish tithe shoul 
-charge he shoul 
he thought it of 
cle reyman that 
collected his tithe he should come 
contact | landholders, who 
were mostly Protestants, rather than with 
| the tenantry, who were generally Roman 
Catholics. He was not prepared to per- 
| petuate the present system; he would not 
| 


on 0 
} 
ad int | 


rt oa rent 
! 


his consent, b 


Le CONVE 
Cause 

at advantage to the 
when he | 


| into with the 


? 


take that responsibility on himself; there- 
fore, he gave his consent to the other pro- 
He doubted whether the best 
in which the Church of Ireland 
could be placed would not be to make the 
tithe a rent-charge payable by the first 
estate. He had heard without revret the 
‘abandonment of the resolution relating to 
the redemption of tithe, because it would 
difficulty that must 
and perhaps postpone the satis- 
f y settlement of the rent-change so 
lone, that he was. afraid they would be 
deprived of a great many of the advantages 
from it. 
But, whatever obiections there might be 
|to the rede mption clause, the noble Lord 
than other 
| Governments who had brought it forward 
on Of course, having 
redeemed the tithe, the next thing would 
be to determine in what manner the funds 
could be applied with the greatest profit 
ind security. Toconvert the Irish Church 
into a large landholder, and make it re- 
ceive its income by that means, was a plan 
which he thought open to very great ob- 
jection. He doubted whether the effect 
of coming into the market with a very large 
sum of money to be expended ( 
of the Church would not be to increase 
| the price of land and to diminish the faci 
| litie it 


position, 


position 


occasion 


encumber 


Immense 


iclory 


| which they expected to derive 


was not more responsible for it 


former occasions. 


on account 


for obtamine Where was it to be 
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that did not preclude and prevent the 
possibility of complaint on that head. But 
as the noble Lord very fairly proposed a 
settlement of these points, and though 
he retained the opinion he had always 
held on other points, he could not sup- 
pose, that there would be any difference 
of opinion in the House with reference to 
the reduction of incomes which were 
manifestly disproportioned, and for eftect- 
ing regulations in respect to the residence 
of the clergy; at the same time, if there 
was to be a redistribution of Church pro- 
perty—by that he meant an alienation of 
Church property to secular purposes—he 
should still oppose that alienation, and 
contend, that if there was a surplus re- 
venue arising from the property of the 
C hurch, it should be bona Jide ap} nlied to 
the purposes of iner¢ -asing the efhe ency 
of that Church. He was quite aware of | 
the position in which those on his side of 
the House stood with respect to the 
Church; they felt confident in their own 
strength upon the subject of the appro- 
priation clause; they had aright to feel 
so, not on mere party strength, but upon 
the deliberate voice of the people of 
England, which, after full experiment, 
was against the appropriation clause. Let 
it not be supposed, that he concealed from 
himself the fact, that in his judgment the 
voice of England was also in favour of an 
identity of institutions both in England 
and in Ireland, at least as far as the cir- 
cumstances of the 
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} 





two countries would | 


permit, and it was on that account he was | 


prepared to admit, that the znclinatio 
temporum, as the noble Lord 
former occasion said, had partly decided 


some of these questions, and upon that 


had on a} 


! settlement of the « 


decision he founded some of his hopes of | 


their satisfactory settlement, But, how- 
ever, let the House and the 
serve what was now the state of the Irish 
Church. There was now in existence and 
operation a law under which tithes might be 
converted into rent-charge; that conver- 
sion had ead was still rapidly proceeding, 
and he believed that during the last year 
not less than 50,0000. tithe. -composition 
had become rent-charge. Now, the law 
under which the change had 
provided, that so long as the whole amount 
of the rent-charge should be paid, the 
undertaking landlord should be entitled to 
fifteen per cent. He trusted that, without 
a law requiring it, the clergy had generally 
been ready to allow that deduction; but, 


ountry ob- | 


been made 
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at all events, this point appeared to him 
to afford strong grounds for the landed 
proprietors of Ireland lending themselves, 
in concert with the Church, toan amicable 
adjustment of this question. But he 
repeated, that he and those who acted with 
him did not feel dependent on this position 
for an opposition to the appropriation clause 
—on that point they had strength enough 
to depend upon, backed, as they were, by 
the deliberate voice of the whole country. 

Still, he also must repeat, he trusted there 

was a possibility of an amicable and satis- 
factory adjustment of the tithe question ; 
and before he proceeded to enter upon the 
proper subject for to-night’s discussion, 
the Municipal Corporation Bill, he felt it 
~~ lutel lv necessary to state, thi r in the 
‘the atte mpt to effect a reduction 
of composition 1 inte rent-charge failing in 
its obiect, he should not feel himself 
bound beyond the present time to that 
proposition, but should consider himself, 
notwithstanding the offer now made, 
to be perfectly free and unfettered. If 
the implied condition was not fulfilled, 
if the proposition was of no effect, he 
claimed a right to be freed from the 
engagement into which he was now pre- 
pared and ready to enter. On the as- 
sumption, however, that an arrangement of 
the tithe question would be satisfactorily 
made, he should now proceed to consider 
the Irish Municipal Corporations Bill, and 
to state generally the course which it was 
his intention to pursue when that bill came 
regularly under the consideration of the 
House. With respect to that bill, he was 
willing at once to state his impression that 
could be no ho pe of an effectual 
juestion to which it had 
reference, if the b ill did not recognise, as 
it did, the establishment of corporations 
in Ireland on the basis of popular election. 
To extinguish existing corporations in 
Ireland, 
the corporate funds and revenues in the 
hands of Commissioners to be appointed 
by the Crown, was perfectly nugatory ; 
and in the establishment of new corpora- 
tions in Ireland, he, of course, implied that 
they would be municipal corporations on 
the basis of English corporate bodies— 
namely, elected by the free choice of a 


ent of 


there 


legal constituency, to be determined by 


} town 


This bill, which had been read 
provided for the establish- 


the Act. 
a second time, 
ment of corporations in three 
enumerated in three schedules, 


and to vest the management of 


classes of 
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A, B,C. He proposed, 1 the first inst n se vy, and had I i] 


i 


to deal with the two first schedules A and| ought not 1 
3. Those schedules included eleven towns | y t 
—-namely, Belfast, Cork, Dublin, Galway, | by the 5 | 
Kilkenny, Limerick, Waterford, Clonmel, | test 
Drogheda, Londonderry, and Sligo. H tem n iI Ise « 1] 
believed, that those eleven towns or ¢ 
contained a po} ulation of more than 15, 
on the average. He knew not whetl 
the selection of those eleven tor I I 
been governed by the nount of tl 


population ; but, stra: { 
ber of their population was, 
stated. However, with res) 
towns which cont | 


more than 15,000 


establishment within them of ; 
bodies, and, theref i th " 
towns named 

the bill. There might 

tions arise, but h 

stract oppose tl leo { 

of cc rporations in thos lara t ns 1 \ } | - 
merated, as he had stated, in the tw st | rates, t led a ‘ 
schedules. Neither did he quarrel with tl \ ition : 
designations given by the bill to thos nd if that by. in 
corporations so to be established; but! should unquest onal f \ 
there still remained these questions—first, | it upor heck f luy ( - 
the extent to which corporations should | sponding princi not wis! ) 
be granted absolutely; that he had in part | argue the « hypotheti 

disposed of; next, the nature of the { 

chise of the const icy; thirdly 

boundaries and limits of the wards 

jurisdictions of those corporat 
lastlv, the title nd d 

corpor ite bodies, and 


should execute. Then, it was tri 
were, besides, matte) 
the principle of rating, 
into which he apprehended vould 1 
necessary for him to enter then. WV 
respect to the franch of the constitu t l | 
body, he should positively insist, that, 


iii uily 
whatever that franchise might be fixed | t hew undt , o 
upon to be, it should be a bo) fide | that f hise, t loub unt 
franchise. He would not conse1 


Cf 4) m 
nt to in- O} arian 


cur the necessity of appointing committees | that thus to 1 franch po- 
to inquire how far the provisions of the | rate pury 3 in town ild 1 
bill had been defeated by fictitious votes. ich less sf y tha n 
Let any man look through the evidence | of ) practice, | ; not disposed 
taken before the Select Committee on! to i upon the Parliame 
fictitious votes, and then let him deny, that chise, he, fore, was ready 

there ever was a more impe rative duty) | : 

imposed upon Parliament than that it i } tl s 

should strictly define what the franch 

really was intended to be. That co: 

mittee had distinctly shown, that the pre teres 

sent tests of qualification to the Parlia- | fas the application t 
mentary franchise were wholly unsa isfac= | | for he fou 
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sioners of inquiry ‘into the state of the 
municipal corporations, commissioners | 
appointed by the present Government, 
and giving an opinion not with a view to 
the present question but certainly upon a 
matter analogous to it, but without party 
feeling being intermixed, had  recom- 
mended uniformity of franchise in all the 
burghs ia Scotland. The commissioners 
say — 


qualific uwions re 


itives 


resent 





ie of 1( 

1 premises 
idine therein. They must reside within 
even miles of the burgh In the course of 
our inquiries we have found, that among tl 
inhabitants of different classes of burghs tl 
prevails a consideral e dive sity of Opinion as 
to the ISLICe nd expediency of maurnta 
this uniform qualification. In towns cf the 
first class, containing an extensive ai l opulent 
population, it appears to be generally thought 


that the standard is by no means too hig 





and that although it may perhaps exclude 
many respectable persons, yet that it secures 
an effectual representation of the whole com- 
munity, and that this main object would not 
be promoted by iny change. In some other 
towns of a lower class it seems to be thought 
that the relative value and rent of real property 


are consid¢ I ibly iower than in the former, ind 


that the apparent uniformity of the elective 
franchise becomes thus productive of a real 
inequality in the rank and condition of t 

electors, which could only be corrected by thi 


ad yption in such cases of a reduced scale of 
value. And again, in the smaller burghs, of 


very inconsiderable population or wealth, tl 
still greater extent of this inequality ts tl oht 


to be aggravate 1 by the difficulty of find ya 


sufficient number of qualified electors to form 


a respectable « nstituency, and that therefore, 
in this class of burghs another and still lower 
scale would be required. In these views 


there is no doubt a good deal of plaus bility 
and a certain degree of truth. But that the 
evil has not operated to the extent that seems 
to be imagined appears to be proved by the 
unquestionable fact, that the relative propor- 
tion of qualified electors to that of the whole 
population is not greater in the large than in 
the smaller burghs, to an amount thatseems to 
indicate the existence of any gross inequality 
of the kind now alluded to. If, therefore, 
upon any other grounds the present franchise 
be deemed objectionable, then he 


} 


should 
should not be disposed to 


‘ecommend the 


adoption of a diversity of rates in different 
burghs. Indeed it appears to us that the in- 


trouuction of any diversity of this kind, which, 
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in order to be perfect in theory, must be also 


variable and fluctuating, would prove mor 


arbitrary and inconvenient in its operation, 
id more remote from any real equality than 


has been attained under the present arrange- 
ments. W e€ al furthe r of opinion that, ir the 
event of any general alteration of the present 
franchise, it must be made on the same ba 

of proy erty and occupancy on which th 
present system has been founded, there bein 
ho h criterion 1 W e€XISU! In this part of 









Seotland 


entertained an Opinion strongly in favom 


1 
ment. But even in that bill it was pro 
vided that there should bea 1 franchise 
# wae 
n all borouehs in which the number of 


10/. electors exceeded 100, H had a 
list before him of the towns in which the 


iat 
number: and he found, that in Lanark 


t 
number of ]0/. electors exceeded tl 
the number of 10/. electors was 156, and 
in Peterhead 173. As far then as he 
could collect the principle of the bill, it 
was this-—-to give a 102. franchise where 
the number of 10/. electors overste pped 


100. Now he must say, that where th 


1 . ’ 
he very much doubted the necessity of in- 
curring the expense of establishing and 
Maintaining municipal institutions. Even 
the case of Scotlan i; therefore, micht be 
cited in favour of an uniformity in th 
franchise. He proposed, then, that there 


1 1 7 . } } 
should be a iO/, franchise in Ireland; and 


he 


in making that proposition, of course 


] al } 1 ] 
meant that there should be a real rateable 


qualification. te meant to propose as a 


qualifie ition for t the should 
be rated to the relief of the poor either 
for a house or for ahouse and land within 
the limits of the borough, and that there 
should have been an occupation for a 
year, and residence for six months, anc 
also that he sl have paid all taxes, 


iould 

and cesses to which he might have been 
rated, within three months of the period 
at which he claimed to be considered a 
voter. That was his proposition, and he 
] 


hould insist upon the receipt of alms 


being a disqualification. Thus much for the 
{ 1 


qualification \\ hic hi ne propose d: now fo: the 
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i. 
subject of boundaries. He had reason to! wards effecting the peace of the country, x 
think that all obstacles on that head would | as well as towards promoting internal com- 5 
be removed. There was a report issued by | muni ation, and increasing the facilities of i 
the Boundary Commissioners so late as} commerce. Now, with respect to the other 4 
1836, with ref rence to the boundaries of powers to be exercised by the corporate a 
municipal corporations. [le had looked at | body, there was to be considered the power F 
their instructions, and also into their re- | of carrying into effect local improvements. % 
port, and he must say, that the instructions | ‘This was undoubte dly one of the great dif- , 
appeared to him to be good, and the divi- | ficulties on this part of the subject. He , 
sion of boundaries scemed to have been | conceived that a contro! over local improve- j 
fairly made, and he should not object, | ments was one of the powers which a mu- 
speaking generally, to adopt their boun- nicipal body ought to possess, but there . 
daries. He could say, that he had no weree rtainly other difhculties in the way. d 
objection whatever to a division into, He thought, however, that if they esta- <j 
wards, as he thought it but fair; but in | blished corporations, they ought to give & 
speaking on this question of boundaries h them something to do, lest, in the absence y 
only spoke on general principles, and did municipal business, the corporation ‘ 
not adopt every detail. With respect to | might occupy itself with political matters. : 
the title and constitution of the corporate | He thought ‘that the y ought to = every 4 
body, he did not quarrel with the titles o caution to prevent the perversion of : 
councillor and alderman as given by the | popular privileges, and that the pate ry 
bill, and he did not think that there was | object of the municipal body ought to be 4 
any matter of serious objection contained | the good local government of the town. 4 
in this part of the bill. “He now came t »| As far, therefore, as he could, he would ; 
the consideration of the powers to be con- | give them control over municipal objects, i 
ferred upon the corporate body. Of | an d among them, over the lighting and ¢ 
course, he meant to propose, that all the | cleansing of the town, and he thought it Mi 
powers usually exercised by a corporate | ught to be made an indispensable condi- ig 
body should be devolved on the corporate | tion in the bill that those powers should be 4 
bodies to be ea tabli shed by this bill. He! iutrnsted to the corporate body. There i 
proposed, however, this restriction, that | might be ‘difficulties in the way where q 
provision should be made that the corporate | there were commissioners appointed under . 
property, where there was corporate pro- | a local act, but where those powers were Ht 
petty, should be applied to public pur- | exercised under the existing Act of the Ny. 
poses connected with the benefit of the | 9th George 4th, and there was no local 4 
town. With respect to one description of | Act, those powers ought to be intrusted to i 
corporate property, namely, tolls, of course, | the municipal body constituted under the . 


where those tolis 
corporate debt, it 


for a 
to 


were a Sse 


curity 
would be necessary 


continue the tolls for the purpose of conti- | 


nuing a guarantee for the d b t. His first 
impression had been, that it would be 
prudent to abandon tolls altogether, and, | 


considering that they formed a fruitful 
source of discord and ill-feeling, he could 
have wished that the bill had contained | 
some provision for their final extinction 
But, at the time, knowing 
there were individual rights to 
spected, he felt that the y must deal with 
caution in this matter. If the Govern- 


ment could make any 


same that 


be re- 


viding altogether for the extinction of 
tolls in Ireland, he would give his con- 
sent to it, but he would not now under- 


take to pronounce any positive opinion 
on the subject, and he could only say, 
that in his judgment any plan which 
could be devised for the complete extinc- 


tion of tolls would contribute much to 


of property, and upon this he should insist. ‘ 

| With re spect to the control over the police < 
of | by the corporate body, the bill made this re- A 
lation—the Government having placed 

the ordinary constabulary force in the town, 9 


| ep 
| be competent to the corporation to apply 
arrangement pro- | 


| not object to that prince iple, so far as the 


he must insist, that the whole cont a over 
the force, should be vested in the Govern. 
ment. There was no difference ina police 
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pre yposed new Act. Of course, he should i 
propose to vive to the corp rate body the y 
power of levying a borough-rate, but he a 
could only consent to that rate being levied by) 











he principles on which it was levied in 
England and Scotland—namely, that there 














shi uld be an equal rate on all descriptions 









































found insuticient, it was in that case to 














to the Government to increase that force, 
the expense of the increase being half de- 
frayed He did 

















out of the borough fund. 
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This pri inciple had been found absolutely 
necessary in Westminster, and was about to 
be tried in London. It bad also been suc- 
cessfully applied in Dublin. He had been 
obliged to act on that principle in West- 
minster, and the noble Lord opposite felt 
the necessity of applying the principle so 
forcibly, that he was going to try the ex- 
periment in the city of London. That 
same rule, then, which had been found 
good in Westminster and Dublin, he asked 
the noble Lord to apply to the small cor- 
porations of [reland, and place the manage- 
ment of the constabul: ary force by night as 
well as by day under the control of the 
Government. With respect to the admi 
nistration of justice, he had always con- 
tended, and still did contend, that it re- 
quired every guarantee. With respect to 
the appointment of sheriffs, the bill pro- 
vided that the corporate body should select 
three persons for the approbation of the 
Lord-Lieutenant, and if he were dissatis- 
fied with those, then that the corporation 
should select’ three more; but the bil! 
then provided, that if the Lord-Lieutenant 
were still dissatisfied with the selections 
made, he should have the absolute nomi- 
nation. Now, here again was a divided 
responsibility. He apprehended, that the 
Government had found it convenient in 
some cases to exercise the power of an ab- 
solute nomination, even where three names 
had been selected by the judges. If the 
Government had the appointment of 
sheriffs, uncontrolled by corporate nomi- 
nation, it would tend to cheek local 
prejudices. He must say, that he had a 
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perfect right to ask the noble Lord to ap- 
ply the prince iple acted on 
vernment in the ease of sheriffs nominated 
by the judges. He (Sir R. Peel) did not 
indeed concur with the Government in 
the policy by which they had been guided 
in that respect, and he thought that if 
great care were not taken, the nomination 
of sheriff would become a party appoint- 
ment. He had felt that evil when he was 
himself chief Secretary for Ireland, on 
account of the constant applications which 
were made to him to appoint nominee 
sherifis, and he had thought it most expe- 
dient to assimilate the practice in Ireland 
to that which prevailed in England, and he 
must say that he considered a departure 
from that practice would again open the 
door to the danger of partisan sheriffs ; but, 
however, if the Government thought 
proper to act upon this principle in one 
case, they ought to apply it in another, 


by the Go- | 
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There were only one or two other points 
to which he wished to advert, and one of 
them was the necessity of providing for 
an effectual and uniform system of au- 
diting accounts. There certainly never 
was a country on the face of the earth in 
which a regular and uniform system of 
auditing the public accounts was more 
wanted than in Ireland, and he said so 
without meaning any disrespect to that 
country. With respect also to charity 
trustees, it would be necessary to make 
some provision on that head, and what he 
should propose was this—that time should 
be taken for the consideration of measures 
for the due administration of charity trusts, 
and that, in the mean time, the charity 
trustees should continue to administer the 
charity trusts till Parliament should make 
some comprehensive provision on the sub- 
ject. He should propose, that the Lord 
Chancellor should fill up the vacancies 
which might occur in the mean time, as 
he did not think, that it would be wise to 
throw the appointment of all the trustees 
at once upon the Lord Chancellor. There 
could, however, be no reason why the 
House should not apply itself to the con- 
sideration of this subject in the course of 
next session. He would add that where 
there were any charity trusts left 
for purposes exclusively connected with 
the establishment, it was proper that 
the charity trustees should be members of 
the Established Church. He was also of 
opinion that there might be a great ad- 
vantage gained by making a separate le- 
gislative provision for the City of Dublin, 
but, at the same time, if there was a pro- 
spect of a general settlement of the question 
he should be very sorry to interpose any 
obstacle of this kind in the way of a satis- 
factory adjustment. He had no objection 
that the same principle should be applied 
to Dublin which was to be applied to 


other large towns, but the position of 


Dublin was exceedingly complicated. 
There was a vast variety of local boards, 
local taxation was extremely heavy, and 
he must say, that the municipal body 
would be left with hardly any municipal 
functions to perform. ‘With regard to 
Dublin, it deserved consideration whether 
it would not be a satisfactory arrangement 
to deprive the corporation of all share in 
the administr: ition of justice. So much 
with respect to the establishment of Cor- 
porations in the principal towns of Ireland, 


or those which were enumerated in sche- 
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dules A and B of the Bill. With regard 
to the remaining towns, he did feel, that 
means might be adopted which ought to be 


the feelings of the inhabitants from being 


wounded by the appearance of withholding | 


from that country institutions which w 
had already conceded to England and t 

Scotland. He could only hope, that his 
proposition would be received with a spirit 
corresponding to that which he entertained 
on the subject. Nothing could be further 
from his intention than to offer any opinion 
calculated to outrage the natural feelings 
of Irishmen, and he should deeply regret 
that they should look upon the mere fact 
of their withholding corporations from the 
smaller towns asa just ground of com- 
plaint. He would not at all oppose the 
concession of corporations to the towns 
included in schedule C, if he could per- 
ceive that they were calculated to be of 
the least advantage t 
While, however, he did not propose to in- 
clude those towns in tl 


» the community. 


he list of those t 
which corporations were to b 
conceded, he would, at the 
extend to them the princip 
corporate property connected with 
towns should be managed for purposes of 
local benefit, and submitted to the 
of local authorities, to be selected by the 
people themselves, In this matter he pro- 
posed to adhere to the 102. franchise. 
While, however, he did not propose in the 
first instance to establish corporations in 
those towns, if a majority of the inhabit- 
ants should apply for a charter, he pro- 
posed that the Lord-lieutenant should be 
empowered to grant it. The question of 
limiting the qualification to the 10/7. 
householders might be matter of future 
consideration. 
the wishes of the people should b \ 
consulted, and their opinions should b 
duly represented, before the establishment 
of a corporation should 
Under all suppositions he sho | 
the people the option of deciding whet 
or not a corporate body should be esta 
lished. 
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| 


| uj on 
satisfactory to the country, and prevent | 


| 


b- | 
In these towns, therefore, he pro- | 


posed to manage the corporate funds, by | 


placing them under the control of Com 
missioners. If the 


constituent body | 


wished for a corporation, they might have | \ 
from the ground which they could not 


it by application to the Lord-lieutenant ; 


but if not the 10/. householders should | 


elect a limited number of commissioners, 
to whom the corporate property should be 
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instr sted, for application to public pur- 
He was not aware of any point 
which he had omitted a sufficient 
i : t crenel il 


Russe ll. 


poses. 


xplanation w it] 


rinciple of the 


, 
endeavoul iS 


the course which he should 
! ; iis and the 
If there were other towns In 
Ireland of sufficient importance that de- 
sired cor; he did not mean to 
say, that he would not grant them; on the 
contrary, he saw no objection to allow 
their establishment. not detain 
the House are, 
in a very imperfect manner, but still he 
| 1 in the spirit conciliation, stated 
n. His anxior 


other bills. 


rations, 


soOngzer le na, ne was aw 


had conciliate 
that what 
conciliation 


could safely declare, that 
i 


t 


] 
yconciliate from anv 
‘ Phiceee ahh call 


ive, but, in consequence 
parties and of the public mint 
the course best calculated 
benefit of all classes in 
lieved, that parties were 
present that they c 

I t thei 


ntain 
if 


tl 


Liat 


to; n 


table. 
} 
aow 


posed 
the y then continue to come n to that 
House with their pockets full of scraps of 
each other's speeches on these subjects 
made on former occasions? Was it not 
better that they should severally remove 


continue to occupy with advantage to the 
country? He believed that, for the peace 
of Ireland, it was better to pursue the 
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course which he proposed. All that they | 
required was, that the Established Church | 
should be maintained in their privileges, | 
which had been sanctioned by the Act of | 
Union, and had been confirmed by the Act 
which removed the religious disabilities 

from the Catholics. They had declared, that 

they ought not to continue the corpora- 

tions as Protestant corporations. Indeed 

it would, in his opinion, be impossible, | 
that they could be practically useful after | 
they had themselves manifested a di | 
to put anend tothem. | nder such cir | 
cumstances he thought that it would be 
impossible to continue them as instruments 
of good. Some arrangement, he thought, 
ought ultimately to be made as to the ap 
plication and control of corporation pro- 
perty. He had felt it incumbent upon 
him to state fairly the terms upon which he 
should attempt to make a settlement of | 
these questions if he were inirusted with | 
that responsibility which now rested upon 
Ministers. He was also confident that 
though there might be dissatisfaction ex- | 
pressed upon the one hand, possibly, as | 
to the extent of the concession he was 
willing to make, so dissatisfaction might | 
he felt and expressed upon the other as to} 
the niggardly nature of those conces- 
sions; yet upon the whoie he placed his | 
confidence in the people of this country, 
in men of moderate views and of sound 


Sire 





trators between the disputing parties upon 
both sides, for he believed that there was 
a vast body of men who desired the ad-| 


justment of those questions—that there 


was a body who represented the modera- 
tion, the reason, and the good sense of 
this country—of the three countries, and 
who desired to see the adjustment of these | 
questions, and who were prepared to ap- 
prove of any attempt, by whomsoever it 
was made, to adjust those questions upon 
satisfactory principles. They, he was 
sure, would approve of the attempt upon 
the one hand to recognise the principles 
that in countries united together by the 
strong bond of the Act of Union, that there 
ought to be, unless there were valid ob- 


Jections against it, an identity of political 


Institutions, so far as the management of | 
their local interest was concerned, and | 
that they would approve of any attempt 
to recognize an equality of civil rights | 
and political privileges between the pro- 
fessors of ditlerent creeds; and so they | 
would also, on the other hand, approve of | 
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an attempt to settle the tithe question on 
principles which should recognize the 
integrity of the established Church, and 
which should resist to the uttermost the 
alienation of any part of its property to 
secular purposes. They, while willing to 
admit of any such changes as would tend 
to remove impediments to the efticiency 
of the establishment, would, above all, 
insist upon the observance of that which 
had been stipulated for in acts which had 
been already referred to by him, namely, 
the Act of Union, and the Act for re- 
moving Roman Catholic Disabilities ; as 
by the one it had been declared, that the 
establishment of the Protestant faith, was 
an essential article of the union, and that 
the Church of Ireland was inseparably 
connected, both in faith and in fortune, with 
the Church of England; while they held 
t 


it, on the other, that the removal of 


Roman Catholic disabilities did imply a 


solemn engagement, that the removal of 


restraints to civil equality and the exercise 
of civil privileges by Roman Catholics, 
were perfectly consistent with the main- 
tenance of the Protestant establishment, 
with the integrity of its possessions, and 
the security of its legal rights and_ privi- 
le ves. 

Lord John Russell said, that before he 
made any observations upon the details 
which the right hon. Gentleman had put 
before the House, he must congratulate the 
House upon the spirit and manner in which 
the right hon. Gentleman had fulfilled that 
pledge which the other night he had given 
to the House, that nothing would fall from 
him on the present occasion which should 
be likely to obstruct the proposal for an 
adjustment of those questions. Nothing 
had fallen from the right hon. Gentleman 
calculated to have that effect, and though 
he might differ fromthe right hon. Gentle- 
man in matters of opinion, yet they were 
not marked with such differences as to prin- 
ciples as could forbid them to hope, that 
there might be an adjustment determined 


|on that could be carried into effect in the 


present Session. He felt, as the right hon. 
Gentleman felt—perhaps he had more right 
to feel—that he was more subject to re- 
proach than the right hon. Gentleman, that 
they had receded from ground which they 
had formerly occupied. He had already 


| stated to the House, that he considered, 


that the prolongation of these questions, 
and that their discussion from year to year, 
without any prospect of a settlement, must 
be injurious to the interests of the two 
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countries. ‘Lhe injury was in fact very 
ure it—it extended far beyond those who 
were concerned in these debates: for as fai 
as they themselves wei ! 
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bridge, in 1823. It had also been jqualification of municipal burgesses, then 
yroposed by Lord Hatherton in the bill of }they were also to take care, that it was an 
proj . 

1834, and it had formed part of the bill of { ascertained real value, and not an assumed 





Sir H. Hardinge i 5. ‘he principle | value for the occasion. He hoped, certainly 
len it|thata \ poor-law lor _— would be one of 

iA s passed in the resent Session ; 
was pretty sure, 

of those measures 

uld very soon give its 

not believe, that th« 
vhich existed in Ire- 
ermitted to continue with- 
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ie islative measure assigning 
| ; 2° . ‘ .— . 
i ‘its relicf, and he said for the 
HE “elief of thi de stitute, because if there were 
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} f 


eht hon. Gentieman, » present 


to be merely hospitals for the sick, th 
calm prevailing in Ire] ind upon the subject 1K 


] 
] 


blind, and the lame, it would not be a poor- 
they | law, but a bill for the establishing of hos- 


could not calculate upon things remaining |} pitals in Ireland. Whether it might be 


l 
* 34] . ~ pore, ? >) ar lat 
of tithes might be deius) , and that 


hey were, n irely agreed in that | the case, that a ~p or-law would be passed 
proposition witl ight hon. Centlem: his Session he did not know; but this he 
and he thought, alse, that some of elt, that a law providing for destitution In 
who had agitated ibject of titl [reland was one which Parliament, looking 

j 1e } internal tranquillity of 


pass. With respect to 
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leclaration at that 
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Le confessed he was not prepared 


*X Press an opinion upon it. They 


speaking of a question in which 


as no diflerence as to principle ; for 
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Were not then discussing whether 
corporations should exist or not exist at all, 
but, pu gee corporations to exist, what 
could be he best constituency to represent 
ippear at first, that any great difficulties the interests of the towns as to their local 
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discussion, that it was n Ossidle to come for their discussion, as to whether a higher 
to a settlement. e wis! likewi o | or a lower amount of valueshould be taken, 
throw o o the right hon. Gentleman, as | and regarded as the best suited to represent 
well as the noble Lord near him, whether, | the opinions , the feelings, and interests of 
anency of » | the towns in which corporations were estab- 
lished, He did 1 hen propose to enter 
1¢ exact number of 
oration franchise 
lid not expect, 
part could be 
l without very considerable differ- 
1cc of opmion. ‘Then, with regard to the 
principle whether there should be a certain 
number of towns in which municipal cor- 
| porations should be enforced by the bill, 
down as to the fran-| and other towns in which the power of 
unded on, or rather | acting for corporations should be extended 
He did not think, | by petition, was a principle he was not 

neiple any objection could be | then prepared to discuss. He agreed 
made to such a proposal, If they took a| thinking, that a certain number of towns 
certain proposed yalue as the proposed | so situated would be, perhaps, less than 
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were to be found in the 
bill. With regard to the 
left to further consideration 
say, with respect to the 
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Mr. O'Connell felt great pleasure from | tithes a rent-charge, and placing the bur- 


the tone and temper of the right 
Gentleman. If words were things, and 
conciliatory languaze and tle speech 


acts, it would be impossib] for them to 


( 
desire more than what they had heard that | question had been overlooked. or it had 


night. If it were a mere 
great intended for his 
country, it was one so pleasit s and so 
unusual in its nature, that he should wish 
to indulge in it, re but 

few moments; but he wa 
that some things had fallen from the 1 
hon. Gentleman which | 


ch he 
} ¢] 
to hear. Indeed the ge 


delusion that 


advantages were 


r 


even if it w 


Ss bound to 


delusion he witnessed reminded him of the 
discussions in which the parties wet 
Government upon the one hand, an 
planters on the other, and in which the 
unfortunate negroes were left completely 
out of the question. Thus it appeared to 
him that tl peo} 
Ireland, their wishes, 
for right being don 


looked, or, if gonsulted, not with a view 


gee : : 
ie feelings of the le of 


and their demands | 


of satisfying them. en 1M, | 


that what he had heard was rather in- 
tended to reconcile parties in this ¢ 
than 


poor-law to do with the qu 


yuntry 
to pacily 
stion Of tithes, 
or with ce rporations ¢ The right 
Baronet had 
of using the poor-rate as an 
for ascertaining the franchise; and h 
had said, that 
non-payment of th r 
ment of the franchise. Th 

alarmed him. What wasto be the t 
of the corpol ition franchise? The poor- 
law. Were they to wait for a pour law to 
enjoy freedom? They could have no 
poor-law until they had 
They could not build \ 
magic : they had not an Aladdin’s lamp 
create them in a night. 


hon. 


instrument 


+ 


workhouses. 


workhouse S 


and could not 
They must go through the tedious process 
of using line and brick and mortar. 
Until theyhad workhouses, they could not 
have a poor-rate 
ingredient to enchance the 
franchise? He knew that the nobk 
Lord was prepared to enhance the franchise. 
He knew that the noble Lord had restricted 
the franchise in Ireland. 
connected by the right hon. Baronet with 
the municipal franchise; but no two sub- 
jects could be more distinct from each 
other. They mightsay, that they would 
make a satisfactory arrangement by calling 


amount of the 


Ireland. What had the | 
told them ‘his intention 
soine th) o | ) fer the | 


which the 
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| 
| 
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lb fore he was 


hon. | den on the landlords, which the landlords 


would afterwards place upon the tenants ; 
but the people of Ireland could not thus be 


deluded. ‘The essential dificuity in this 


neht hon. Gentleman 


»in Treland 
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in the background. ‘There w 
7,200,009 persons who did not belong to 
the Established Church, nd in 


) } } } } 
S, QUO, 0 ) thev talked of coming to a 


ination of 


, | satisfactory arrangement for an establish 


ment of 800,000. hie right hon. Gentle- 


\ct of [ 


not know how that act was 

That it had been imposed by the 

| of power upon the people as if they 

had been slaves? Wheua, therefore, the 
ht hon. Gentleman said, that by the 
the establishment had been 
asserted nothing satisfac- 
The next 

to wasthe Roman Catholic 
He admitted, that it was im- 
the Protestant re- 


‘ured from the encroach- 
! 


} 


subject he 


Reli f 
plied by that act that 
higion sh 


Roman Catholic religion. 


; : 
iscipline and its doctrines were all free 


nm his impeachment; but whentheycame 


considerations of pounds, shillings, and 


t ] . ' 4 ] 
ence, to the payment of money, he denied 
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they had granted anything which 
her expressed or implied that they had 
notas good a right to interfere as ihe 

hon. Gent! He utterly 





leman himself. 
e was any contract by 
bound to non- 
interferenc: respect to the Church 
had been imputed to him 
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temporalit 
that he had rais 
agitation in reference to tithes existed long 


The right 


d the tithe agitation; but 


born. hon. 


| Gentleman had said, that the public mind 


| of Ireland was in a state of calm 


Did they want an| 


: } 
rithes had been | 


with 
regard to tithes. 


it were, the calm was 
| a factitious one; he assured the right hon. 
is by nomeans so complete 
a ppeared to suppose. Within the 
| last ten days—seve! rht public mceet- 
}ings had been held in Ireland, each 
| attended by from 80,000 to 150,000 per- 


| Gentleman it 
| | 
iS ne 


nor el 


| sons, who assembled for the 
| protesting against tithes, and expressing 
their determination never to pay them. 
| Three persons out of every hundred had 
been selected to watch the proceedings 
for the recovery of tithes ; so that a species 
jof discipline had been adopted, which 
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would, doubtless, turn out to be 


formidable character, but the ne 
which he ardently hoped would 
exist. The House was aware tl 
arrears were ¢ ‘ 
such an arrangement be made as woul 
extinguish those arrears, If they wished | cx 
a satisfactory settlement of the 

let them extinguish the 

though to enable them t 


ue, 


resort to the vulgar expedient ¢ 


their hands into the public treasu 
attempts made for the settlement 
ought to be of ; nethiatory a \ 
possible, the pe le of Ire land having 
rived at t} conviction that to a ¢ 
which they did not belong they 
bound to contribute. When they 
giving equal municipal corpo: te 
Ireland with those enjoyed by 

and Scotland, he would 
recollect that the Irish pe 
that the people of Scotland 
tribute to the support of 
which they did not belo 
ple of England did : 
support of a Chur 

not belong, but 1] 

land were compelle 
them legislate, therefore, n 
of a dominant Church, nor in a sp 
exultation that the faith which 
lieved to be orthodox had 

those who diftered from it; 
legislate in that spirit, but 
principles on which the mt 

ration question had b 

in England and Sc 

to the regulations | 


strong objec tion to the 


\? 
i 


qualification for the franc 


levied according to the value 

but only upon the half or tl 

value. He trusted that no difficulty 
would now arise in this respect, but could 
not help fearing that they would so pro- 
ceed as to ‘ keep the word of promis 
the ear and break it to the hope.” 
was exceedingly glad that the right | 


Baronet who was the representative of 


great party, no longer alleged that 
people of Ireland were unfit to be intrusted | 
with corporate institutions. He did not | 
accuse the right hon. Baronet himself of 
having ever used words to that effect, but 
his acts were an indication of his having 


entertained that opinion. He rejoiced, tain their opini 


however, that Ireland was no longer to be | believed the principle of 


entiemen 


ut he was of 
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excluded from the settlement of the tithe 
question, he never would consent to this 
measure. He would again, then, express 
his gratification at the prospect of a final 
and s atisfactory adjustment of these various 
important ques stions. 

Lord John Russell said, that he did 
not mean to go further after the appoint- 
ment of the Committee than to move, it 
should report progress, and ask leave to 
sit again onanecarly day. The right hon. 
Gentleman had touched on the question 
of appropriation in a way which rendered 
it necessary for him (Lord John Russell) 
to say a few words in explanation of what 
he had already endeavoured to state to the 
House. It would be sufficient for him to 
state, that he fully adhered to the opinions 
he had repeatedly declared on this point. 
His reason for not having proposed such a 
clause in the present bill was simply that 
he had considered he could not carry such 
a principle into alaw, and that he should 
under existing circumstances, fail in pass- 
ing a measure of which such a principle 
formed part. Had he conceived he stood 
any chance of carrying that principle he 
should have proposed it and did he think 
he stood any chance of carrying it now he 
would propose it to-morrow; but he con- 
sidered he should have acted most unjusti- 
fiably had he attempted to press it forward 
now. 

Mr. Ward, entertaining the opinions 
which it was well known he did on this 
question of appropriation, could he sup- 
pose for a moment that such a proposal as 
that which had been laid before the House 
that night could be the basis of a “final 
and satisfactory settlement ?” The House 
was bound to guard itself against being 
held pledged to any compromise which 
should end in giving a new title to the 
Irish clergy, which should operate as a 
guarantee that their title should remain in 
future unquestioned by Parliament. He 
should, at some stage of this negotiation, 
take the sense of the House on this prin- 
ciple, even if he stood alone. 

Lord Clements protested against the 
practice of clubing such questions toge- 
ther, and debating them all on one night. 
He, however, felt so strongly the necessity 
of some immediate settlement of the tithe 
question in Ireland that he was willing to 
vote almost with any one who should pro- 
pose it to the House. 

Mr. W. S. O’Brien thought that, in the 
present balanced state of parties, it would 
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be wise for both to accede to a compro- 
mise, which they could do without dis- 
honour. The one wished to appropriate 
part of the Irish Church revenues to the 
purpose of education, the other to abolish 
corporations, but neither could carry their 
object exclusively. Therefore, to do any- 
thing they must coalesce; and he was 
hi \PPY to say, that he saw in the proposal 
of the right hon. Gentleman much that 
was satisfactory ; and he trusted, that the 
operation of the measure would have the 
best effects in promoting the peace and 
improvement of the country. 

Mr. Slaney expressed his satisfaction at 
the measure proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman, which would be hailed by 
all sober-minded men in Ireland with 
similar delight. He could bear testimony 
to the disgust with which the debates on 
both sides of the House on Irish affairs in 
that House were viewed in England. He 
blamed both parties equally, for both were 
equally conspicuous for the bad taste and 
bad feeling which they brought to the 
consideration of Irish topics, making 
garbled extracts from opponent’s speeches 
to be rebutted with equal bitterness on 
the next opportunity. The right hon. 
Baronet deserved the best thanks of the 
House and the empire for the conciliatory 
manner in which he had introduced the 
subject. 

The House went into Committee on the 
bill, pro forma, and immediately resumed. 

Committee to sit again. 


— Na ne 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday, May 31, 1838. 


MinutTes.}] Bills. Read a first time:—Exchequer Bills, 
—Read a second time :—Church Patronage. 

Petitions presented. By Lord PortMAn, three, from places 
in Dorsetshire, for the Immediate Abolition of the system 
of Negro Apprenticeship.—By the Marquess of SL1eo, 
several, to the same effect.—By Lord ABINGER, from the 
Clergy of the Church of England in Surry, against the 
recommendations contained in the Fifth Report of the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners.—By the Earl of BANDoN, 
against the present system of National Education in Ire- 
land.— By the Marquess of LONDONDERRY, from New 
Town Conyngham, Donegal, against the Irish Poor-law, 


Poor-Law (IRELAND).] House again 
went intoa Committee on the Poor Relief 
(Ireland) Bill, discussion resumed on Earl 
Fitzwilliam’s Amendment to the 41st 
clause. 

The Marquess Conyngham had listened 
with attention to the able speeches of 
many noble Lords, but he owned that he 
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had not heard any argument 
brought conviction to his mind against 
the expediency of the measure. It seemed 
to be admitted on all hands that Ireland 
was in that state that something should 
be done for its destitute population. It 
was also admitted that the only resource 
of starving thousands in that country was 


which 


a dependence on the charity of persons | he 


almost as poor as themselves. Under 


these circumstances, the landed | 


prictors of that country were bound by | 


nature, and should be bound by law, to 
give relief to the destitute and worn out 
paupers. It was his opinion that relief 
should be given, not only to the impotent, 
but to those who were destitute from 
want of work, but in every case he would 
confine that relief to the workhou If 
that did not do in the first instance, they 
could easily extend the 
bill; but if they began by 
relief, they could never 

lusion had been made in the 
Mr. Nicholls to the condition of the pea- 
santry in that part of the country with | 
which he was connected. Now, it was | 


operation of thi 
giving out-door 


withdraw it. Al- 


{May 31} 


rO- |} 


} ma 


perfectly true that most of them were in a | 


state of great distress. 
that so subdivided was land, that nine- 
tenths of his tenantry were under an 
annual rent of 5/7. It might be said, why 
do you not create large farms? It was 
easy to say that, 
the present state of the country to do it. 
He for one should most cheerfully take 
upon him whatever burdens it might 


please their Lordships to impose by this | n 


bill on the landlords of Ireland. He had 
risen merely to state that he supported 


the bill in its two great features. 


The Earl of Fingall had heard with the | class of appli 
the | 


greatest pleasure the declaration of 
noble Viscount at the head of her Ma- 
jesty’s Government, that on this great 


question, affecting the dearest interests of 
of 


Ireland, he hoped that the demon 
party would not be allowed to interfere 
with the deliberations of their Lordships. 


He could state | any decree able t the 


but it was impossible in | whi 
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should, therefore, support the amendment 
of the noble Earl near him. 

Lord Pitagerald and Vesey said, that, 
it having be rested that the amend- 
ment which he proposed to submit to their 
Lordships should be put gatively, per- 
haps it might be ph te: if he now 
read the words of which 

clause 


en sug 


‘4 
n¢ 


his amendment, 
et } 1 : . 
wisnea 


iter 


report ol | 


hal ¥ 


ee i1ns 


I t I and 
lawful fe e said gu 
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thoucht it was 


words 
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bill 
limit any way 
guardians. He must 
ht the words proposed by the 
ould, if rted, 
' intricate questions before 
the boards of guardians as it would be all 
but 1 npossidl 

fact rily, 


Lord Portman 
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*h would operate to 
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for them to determine satis- 
say any given 
‘ants for relief were or were 
not able to support themselves by 
own noni 


of to whether 


their 
The expediency of giving 


| a poor-law to Ireland was recognised by 


| measure dl 


Some objections had been made to the | 


extent of the powers 
sioners by this bill ; 
in Ireland ought to have 
than had been granted 
commissioners under the late poor-law. 
With respect to the clause before the 
House, he found it impossible not to vote 
for the substitution of the word ‘ poor- 
house” instead of ‘* workhouse,’ 


greater 
to the 


powers 


civen to the commis- | 
but the commissioners | 


English | 


majority of their Lordships, and those of 
their Lordships who dissented from the 
lissented, for most part, on 
the ¢ of the inexpediency of all 
p yor-laws, and their ars acy to effect 
their object. One of those who so dis- 
sented was the noble and learned Lord 
Brougham), whose vote 


the 
round 


1s 
m (Lord 
on the second reading of this 


be low hi 


ind speech 


i bill were in perfect consistency with the 


} 


| vote he gave and the eloquent speech he 


rea 
-and he | 


second 
Bill. 
system 


pronounced on occasion of the 
ding of the English Poor-law 


He contended that the improved 
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established in England, which, whatever | 
its imperfections might be, was working as | 
beneficially for the country as any change 
so extensive could be expected to work, | 


oucht to be taken as the basis of that 
which was to be introduced into Treland. 
He thought it most wise to follow the 
advice offered to the House by the noble} 
and learned Lord on the ’ cussion of the 
and plac € @x- 


Poor-law Amendment Bill, 
tensive powers in the 
in Whom they cc ae le 


sioners . 
boon to Ireland to sub- 


would be a great 
stitute the principle of relief by rating 
instead of by the voluntary contributions | 
of the people. It had 
necessary, in an advanced state of civiliza- | 
tion, to act on the compulsory system. It 
was most unfair to the ocx uplers O yf smal | 
farms to subject them to the burthen of 
relieving the multitude of the destitute 

while the wealthy landholders were un- 

taxed. It would have been unwise to 
have added to the measure anything like 

a law of settlement; and he was per- 
suaded it would be equally unadvisable to | 
adopt the amendment of the noble Lord 
opposite, for if they attempted to limit 
relief to particular classes of persons, 

they must change the shape of the mea- 
sure entirely. “He hoped they would 
agree with ber Majesty's Government as 
to the propriety of introducing the work- 
house system. 

Lord Brougham would beg to remind 
their rieigat in consequence of the 
pleasantry in which hi s noble Friend had 

| 


thought proper to i idulee, of the 


- | ee } . yng 
aiwayvs been found 


position 
in which he was se d by votes on 
the Poor-law Amendment Act. Th 
was nothing inconsistent in saying, ‘I 
um against a provision for the poor, be- | 
cause it extends to the able-bodied as 
well as the impotent, and therefore I shall 
vote against it,” and in saying again, 
after it had been determined to proceed 
with the measure, ‘‘ Limit relief, and then 
let us see whether we cannot come to an 
agreement,” though, indeed, he had not 
yet said that that would be the conse- 
quence of agreeing to that proposition. | 
So far from being inconsistent, the one) 
proposition was in reality the 
the other. 

The Marquess of Clanricarde remarked, 
that the present bill would give the com- 
missioners an enormous power of taxation, 
without any restraint. Immense expense 
must be incurred before relief could be 


corollary of 
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given toa single person, able-bodied or 
impotent; the expense was certain, the 
relief uncertain. ‘The question was, what 
is the amount of misery with which you 
have to deal, and what are the resources 
on which you can calculate to supply 
relief 2. The calculations of Mr. Nicholls, 
who estimated the expense of relieving 
the immense multitude of destitute poor 

Ireland under the workhouse system at 
cooing a-year, was so monstrously 
absurd, that it would be ludicrous, were 
it not te the gravity of the subject. He 
was _ imed to see a statement like this, 
basis of a legisla- 
tive measure. The total expenditure of 
maintaining workhouse3_ in 
England was 1,187,346/. yearly, and the 
expenditure in Ireland, were the English 
system in its full extent to be introduced 
into that country, would amount to 
3,500,000/., or, allowing an abatement 
of 500,000/. on account of the greater 
cheapness of living in Ireland, to 
3,000,0002. The expense of erecting 
workhouses in England amounted to 202, 
a-man for the inmates. In Ireland it 
might be calculated at 15/7, on account 
of the greater cheapness of labour, 
7,000/. was far too low a sum to be 
taken as the average expense of the 
building. It was alleged, that the people 
of Ireland would not go into workhouses. 
If this were the case, why should they tax 
the landlords of Ireland to the amount of 
1,000,000/. and more for the expense of 
erecting them, when that sum expended 
on public works in various parts of Ire- 
land would do so much more good? 
The Government commissioner had 
stated, that the evidence of the masters 
of workhouses in different large towns 

England convinced him that there was 
a strong aversion on the part of Irish 
labourers to enter workhouses ; and yet, 
with stiange inconsistency, he had pro- 
posed that Ireland should be studded 
with workhouses at certain intervals from 
one end of it to the other. At the same 


so ridiculous, made the 


the union 


| time there was to be no law of settlement 


in this bill. What a pretty prospect was 
it for landlords and tenants in a district 
that was doing well, to find that they 
were to be taxed for the benefit of a 
neighbouring estate or district that was 
doing ill. It was because he wanted to 
ameliorate the condition of the people of 
Ireland that he wished this bill to be 
limited in its operation. The immediate 
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question before them was, whether they | { 
would erect poor-houses or workhouses in| Let 
Ireland. A poor law for Ireland ould} M 
begin with the impotent, feeble, and aged ; | tut 
and in laying down that position, he was 
backed by the unanimous voice of Ireland, | tuti 


For these reasons | called upon their] stitt 


Lordshy > to pau betore they re] ted WY 


this amendment. The question was, w vi 
ther their Lordships would venture u 


| ‘ ‘ 
the most hazardous experiment it was 


? bd 7 
ever made li anya or country 3 or ‘ 
ther they would do act of charit \ 
| . ati: ] ' 1, thoy +} 
GoM tha \ eh 3 Cl Vy with t} I } 
power-—he 1 nt, provid fort 
' @ | 
and for those who by ace it or intirmity 
were incapal of 1 kine for thems 


in that manner in whicl Christian 
munity ought to provide for the destitut 
and hel 1@ss, nad no ice yrdin 
strict and rigid letter of a wo 
dietary. 

The Duke of W 
it had been truly stated by the noble I d ve 


who had just sat down, that the qui 


then before th Iiouse turned on this} must 
point— whether the word ‘‘ poorhouse” or} than 
‘workhouse’ should be introduced t 


the clause. If, however, the word ** work- | Dublin 


house” were expunged from the cl 


the whole frame of the bill must be altered, |} \ 
and that the alterations in detail which | dist 
the noble Lord had proposed to their |} 1 


Lordships to adopt, must be made in ot ra 


parts ol it. He submitted, ho vi that 
their Lo ds| Ips, if t \ vc pr tl \ I V\ 
poorh use” inst Oe oN 


must proceed to for 


require. If they intended to do no 


than give relief to th ed, and t in- | fe 


firm, and the ot! persons mentioned 

the amend: nt, they did not even want 

the machi y I al l The estab | 
lishments now exist L : Treland 

quite sufficient for that purpose Vhose, | must 


however, were not the objects for which! by 
their Lordships ought to provide. Their) L 
Lordships must look much further Chat} ag 
provision was made already, but under! He | 
circumstances which could not be justified, | pard 
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only throughout the country parts of Ire- | la 
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land, but also in all its large towns, and 
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more particularly in Dublin. Let their | | 
Lordships look at the state of destituti nis 
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devoted to the purpose, or by the really 
voluntary contributions of individuals. 
Then it was said, that there was no relief 
granted to the able-bodied in Scotland. 
But that was a doubtful point, as he was 
given to understand. Under the law, 
there was no relief but to the aged and to 
the infirm; but relief was given to others 
by charity collected at the church-door, 
and in other places. That was a very 
different state of things from that which 
the noble and learned Lord had described. 
But Scotland had only 1,000,000 of people 
at the time when that law was made, and it 
ought not to be forgotten that the law had 
been carried into execution in a country 
which was one of the best-conditioned in 
the world, and which even now did not 
possess a population too numerous for its 
means of subsistence. Their Lordships 


were now called upon to provide for the | 
relief of the poor in a nation containing | 


8,000,000 of men. There was, in that 
nation, a vast quantity of destitution. 
Could they, at the church or chapel doors, 
collect charity for the relief of it? That 
was quite out of the question. If their 
Lordships entered into the subject at all, 
they must enter into it in such a manner 
as would give them a prospect of render- 
ing what they did effectual, and would 


produce a tendency to provide benefit not | 


only by the immediate relief which it 
would afford, but also by the establish- 
ment of a system which would induce the 
landlords of Ireland not only to aid them 


in the execution of the measure, but also | 
to take such other steps as might be re- | 


quisite to render the measure efficient to 
the general relief of the distress of the 


country by the management of their own | 
property, by their attention to the state of | 
the poor on their own estates and in their | 
|demands on account of grand jury cess 


own neighbourhood, and by all those 
other measures from which their Lord- 
ships saw so much advantage derived in 
this country. He hoped their Lord- 
ships would decide against the proposed 
alteration in the clause; if they should, 
he would propose a little further on the 
insertion of a few words which would 
point more distinctly to the first ob- 
jects of the bill, as being the aged, in- 
firm, impotent, lame, and others of that 
character, as described in the Act of 
Elizabeth. He certainly had in contem- 
plation some provisions to be added at the 
end of the clause, in order, as far as_pos- 
sible, to locate the charges, and effect 
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what he thought most important—namely, 
to render the measure as economical as 
possible. The noble Marquess (Clan- 
ricarde), seemed to think that the calcula- 
tions which fixed the expense of the 
workhouses at the rate of 7,000/. each 
was an estimate greatly under the amount 
that would be actually incurred. It was 
impossible for him to judge the precise 
amount of expense which such a work in 
Ireland would occasion, but from what he 
had seen in this part of the country, he 
should say, that 7,000/. would be suffi- 
cient for the purpose. Supposing the 
amount to be 700,000/., seeing the pro- 
visions which the Government had made 
to advance the money and for its repay- 
ment—he must say, he did not think it 
could fall very heavily on the landed in- 
terest in Ireland, and nobody could have 
great reason to complain of the first ex- 
pense. With respect to the remainder of 
the expense, supposing that there would be 
no more than from 70,000 to 80,000 per- 
sons maintained in the workhouses, it could 
fairly be estimated without much diffi- 
culty; and he did not think that was an 
expense which the landed interest in Ire- 
land should consider too heavy for such 
an object, supposing the object, as he 
believed it to be, a great social object in 
that part of the United Kingdom. There 
was one part of the measure, relative to 
the mode of levying the rates, which he 
thought somewhat objectionable. He 
considered it objectionable that those 
holders of land of the value of 5/. should 
be relieved altogether from the payment of 
poor-rates while there was another class of 
holders liable to taxatiun, whose land was 
heavily subject to annuities, mortgages, 
and other charges of that kind. But that 
description of persons was liable to similar 


and other local payments. No doubt, it 
was a great evil, a great grievance, and 
the greater the charge the greater the 
grievance; but he could find no remedy 
except that of excluding them altogether 
from such payments. He trusted the 
Government would do what they could 
fora fair investigation of the subject to 
obviate the difficulty. Should the amend- 
ment be carried, it was not desirable that 
such large powers should be given either 
to commissioners or guardians, but if it 
should not be carried, and if they were to 
act on the principle of the workhouses, he 
should submit that in the existing state of 





Rn = = es ww «tS = 











481 Poor-Lau FM 


Treland it was absolutely neccessary that 
they should give those powers to the com- 
8 | 


missioners and also to the boards of cuar- | and what remedy oucht to bi ay 


dians. Atthe same time, he thought that 
a reference to the clauses of the bill would 
show that in reality the commissioners had 
no power of taxation. They had the 
power of incurring expense in the order- 
ing of workhouses, the employing officers, 
and other matters of that description ; 
but any expense which the commissioners 
thought proper to order must be paid 
under the direction of the guardians; it 
was the guardians, not the commissioners, 
who had to levy the rates. 

The Earl of Chichester sup} orted th 
amendment. 


He contended, if any relief 
was to be given to the able-bodied, 
must necessarily be accompanied with t! 
most stringent regulations in order to 
suppress vagrancy. That restriction, how- 
ever, was not contemplated in Ireland ; 


and he was inclined to believe, that this 
measure so far from lessening, would 
aggravate the evils complained of. One 
beneficial effect expected from the mea- 
sure was, to make the landlords energetic in 
finding employment for the poor on their 
estates; but the very first step they took 
was to tax those funds by which such 
efforts could be sustained. From what 
he had seen of the workhouse system in 
this country, he believed the scheme 
would prove wholly inoperative in Ireland. 
The Lord Chancellor entirely agreed in 
the opinion expressed by the noble Duke, 
that the subject under consideration 
namely, the amendment that had been 


moved—involved the whole principle of 


i 


this measure. The bill which was sent up 
from the other House, and which was 
submitted to the consideration of Parlia- 


ment, was not merely to relieve the wants 
of a certain description of unfortunate 
persons in Ireland—its object was much 
more extensive—it was to afford a remedy 
to that unfortunate state in which the 
labouring population of Ireland had been 
long placed, and in which they must con- 
tinue unless the Legislature adopted means 
for altering their condition. When the 
noble Lord, therefore, spoke of a limited 
measure, and of relieving a certain de- 
scription of individuals, ‘if he looked at 
the real object of the measure, he ought 
to see that, although such a measure 
might relieve the miseries of some fellow- 
creatures, for the purpose of any great and 
real benefit it would be utterly useless. 
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their Lordships, showed what the evil was, 

plied If, 


therefore, thei looked at the 
evidence that had been laid before them 
if they looked at 
statements of Mr. Nicholls; if they 


r Lordship 


by the commissioners ; 
the 
looked at the very able pamphlets of a 
ord, a Member of the other House 
(Lord Clements), and of the hon. and 


Galway (Mr. Lynch), 


no doubt could remain on any of their 
| } s’ min 3 is to the pi sent st te of 
{ labouring population, and the evils 
casioned it. It was not necessary 

y into details on this subj t. He had 

bt that their Lordships had perused 

the evidence on wv 1 his opinion had 
been formed, i that they concurred 
hhim. ‘There mightt me difference 

] \ is tu the causes he 

id not heard any noble Lord in that 
Hou or any other person out of doors, 
sta different opinion. They all knew, 


to a certain degree at least, the unfor- 
labouring population of 
Ireland, but until those reports were 
before them, they had no opportunity of 
obtaining information from 
sources as to the 


nate state of the 


authentic 
extent of evils that 


|existed. It appeared from the evidence 


{ 


that a most vicious system existed overa 


| very great part of Ireland. The labouring 
: 
man was not paid wages, but was remu- 
¢ } } ‘ } > . 
nerated in this way—the farmer who 
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erms. ‘The farmer gave the smallest 
possible quantity of land, and the la- 
bourer, paying his rent by his labour, did 
is little as he p ssibly c uld, because he 


had already received the price of his 
labour The result was, that the contract 
was so hard, that the labourer could not 
live upon his bit of land for the whole 


vear, and for two or three months his 
family, if not himself, went about the 
untry and_ subsisted 


levying 


by mendicaney, 
contributions upon the poor and 
those who were not much more able to 
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subsist than themselves. The cottager 
dare not refuse, or had not the heart to 
refuse, to give to every unfortunate men- 
dicant a portion of his own pittance; and 
thus the chance was, that before the year 
was out he was reduced to mendicancy 
himself. This was not an accidental 
case, it was common amongst the agri- 
cultural population of Ireland, as stated 
in the evidence. How were they to re- 
lieve this—by taking the sick and the 
impotent into workhouses? The evil 
would remain exactly as it was. The 
state of Ireland at present resembled 
the state of this country before the amended 
poor-law Act passed. In Ireland, the la- 
bourer was paid out of the contributions of 
others, and in this country, the deficiency 
was made up out of the rates; but whether 
it was paid out of rates badly administered, 
or out of contributions levied on poorer 
neighbours, or out of charitable funds, the 
effect was in principle the same. What 
was the effect of the amended poor-law 
act, in this country? That which, if this 
bill passed, would operate in Ireland —that 
which would make the labouring man feel 
that he must look to himself to provide 
maintenance for himself and his family, 
and which would make the farmer feel 


that he must find means by which the la- 
bourer would be maintained—that which, 
in the words of Lord Clements, would 
make the farmer fear the rate, and the 


labourer the workhouse. There was but 
One argument, one reason, which appeared 
to operate on the minds of noble Lords 
who doubted the propriety of this mea- 
sure, and that was the magnitude of it, 
and their apprehension that it was too 
large, and their fear that means did not 
exist by which it could be carried into ef- 
fect. Those noble Lords who entertained 
this opinion, cast a severe reflection 
upon their own country, The evil was 
so great, that they could not venture to 
approach it; the evil was so deeply rooted 
that they could not venture to apply a 
remedy; they turned from the attempt in 
despair, and would leave the destitute 
poor of Ireland, in their present hopeless 
state, without the means of relief. What 
took place in this country? In this coun- 
try, notwithstanding the height to which 
they had brought the abuses of the old 
poor-law, they found a remedy, and that 
within a comparatively short time, by 
holding out the same inducements to 
farmer and labourer, that this bill pro- 
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posed. They did not tell the labourer in 
this country, that he should not have 
relief; but if they found him unable to 
maintain himself, they gave him relief 
under certain terms, and in a certain 
mode. Those terms, and that mode, 
they were most unwilling to submit to, 
and they tried every means to avoid. A 
noble Lord stated, in the course of the 
debate, that he was satisfied, that the 
Irish labourer would not enter the work- 
house, without struggling to the last to 
prevent it. If that should be the case, 
it would be a security that the work. 
house system would not require to be 
carried to the extent that was appre- 
hended. If the amendment were carried, 
it would be telling to a starving family 
who might apply at one of the work. - 
houses, that though the workhouse was 
not full, yet no relief could be afforded 
to them, and they must perish at its 
doors. An experiment, certainly, was 
about being tried in Ireland, and the 
experiment was that which had been 
tried in England, it was this: would 
the dread of a workhouse have the same 
effect upon the Irish labourer, that it 
had upon the English labourer, so that 
it would induce him to exert himself to 
keep out of the workhouse. The powers 
about to be conferred upon Commissioners 
were objected to; but they were to re- 
member, that the power was given solely 
for the purpose of correcting abuses ; and 
if they were afraid of giving such powers 
to the Commissioners, surely they were 
not afraid to trust Parliament, or to trust 
themselves; for any abuse of power could 
be corrected by them. When they had 
brought the agricultural labourers of Ire- 
land into a wholesome state, then they 
might carry the principle further; but at 
present, they ought not to do more nor 
less than to furnish a test, by which they 
might know, whether or not the able- 
bodied labourer was able to support him- 
self. It was to be observed, that if they 
established a rate for the benefit of the 
poor, that rate would be paid by those 
able to pay it, and not by the indigent 
portion of the population, who were now 
obliged to support the poor. If, too, there 
was a rate, it would be found capable ofa 
proper distribution. He was afraid if the 
amendment were carried, it would destroy 
the principle of the bill, and it would leave 
the poor of Ireland in the same miserable 
state that they were in at present. 
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The Earl of Haddington said, that allu- 
sions had been made in the course of the 
debates upon this question to the mode of 
relief existing in Scotland, and that a noble 
and learned Lord had deprecated the bill 
as being of the same description with the 
English poor-law before its amendment, 
which he described as having tended to 
pauperize a rich, a prosperous, and a noble 
country. He did not mean to say, that he 
could perceive much analogy between 
Ireland and Scotland ; but there was cer- 
tainly still less between England and Ire- 
land. The cause of the pauperism which 
had been introduced into England was to 
be found in the prospect which was held 
out of affording relief to the able-bodied 
poor. Under that law, in a wealthy coun- 
try, possessing an abundance of the means 
of subsistence, together with vast capital, 
numbers of people, knowing that they 
might call upon the parish for relief, chose 
not to work, and became voluntary paupers 
instead of industrious labourers. In Eng- 
land, the disease was pauperism, not po- 
verty ; in Ireland, it was destitution. To 
him, it appeared that they were now about 
to adopt as a remedy for Ireland, that 
which they had applied to England, but a 
remedy which, as it appeared to him, they 
would find to be perfectly inapplicable. 
He could not correctly understand what 
their test was to be. It certainly appeared 
somewhat ungracious to apply the test of 
destitution to a country like Ireland. It 
was like holding out the alternative to the 
pauper of starving out of doors, or being 
next to starving within the walls of a 
prison. Again, if they were to make it the 
principle of their bill to give relief to the 
able-bodied, the Irish pauper would, of 
course, be speedily informed that they 
had proclaimed that principle. His ex- 
pectations would be naturally raised by 
the promulgation of such a principle. And 
did they not think that an excitable people 
like the Irish would naturally be led to look 
upon their limited scale of relief, after such 
an announcement, as nothing short of a 
gross mockery and delusion? They ap- 
plied what they called atest, and that test 
would appear to the pauper, to be nothing 
more nor less than that he was to be 
tormented in aworkhouse. Confinement 
in the manner proposed, would, he need 
scarcely say, to an Irishman be most irk- 
some. The principle proposed, appeared 
to him to be not only inapplicable in Tre- 
land, but positively dangerous. [t would 
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afford abundant food for agitators, who 
would say, “See what England has done 
for you. They promised you relief, and 
they have given it to you in this niggardly 
manner. They have only given it to one 
twenty-fifth of the mass of destitution in 
Ireland, while in England they give in- 
door relief to such a number, and out-of. 
door relief to five times as many more.” 
If there were a people in the world amongst 
whom it was especially dangerous to raise 
hopes of this description without any 
chance of being able to realize them, it 
was Ireland. They would convert the 
destitute Irish into paupers, but would 
produce no real good. He (the Earl of 
Haddington), did not recollect to have 
been perplexed half so much in approach- 
ing any other question as this; but he 
could not refrain from coming to the con- 
clusion, that it would be infinitely safer to 
adopt the amendment of the noble Earl, 
The noble and learned Lord who had ad« 
dressed the House, implored their Lord. 
ships not to be appalled by the magnitude 
of the measure; but they were appalled 
by the extent of the difficulties by which 
it was encompassed. They were aware 
that the notion of giving practical relief 
to the destitute in Ireland was utterly im- 
possible. There was not one of their 
Lordships who thought it could be done. 
Any such intention was disavowed even by 
the framers of the bill. The proposed mea- 
sure, therefore, would effect little or no- 
thing. It was not even 500,000 persons they 
were going to relieve, but at most 80,000. 
Charitable views were exceedingly good 
in an individual, but nothing could be 
more ruinous than for a Legislature to 
entertain them. They must take a wider 
range, and look to the general bearings of 
the question; they must take care that 
they were proceeding on sound and safe 
principles; and beware lest, while they 
were now relieving a certain number of 
individuals, they might be sowing the 
seeds of mischief, to spring up hereafter, 
and be visited as a curse upon generations 
yet unborn. Entertaining these views, he 
could not conceal his dread that, in en- 
tertaining a project for the relief of the 
able-bodied poor in Ireland, they were 
running the risk of ruining the country. 
If he thought this bill was based on sound 
principle, and would prove a sort of re- 
generation to Ireland, he should not have 
been justified in voting against it; but he 
was — that this would not be its 
2 
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effect, and, bad as those effects would be quently be destitute, and who is to supply 


which had been already instanced, there 
would be this additional one, that in pro- 
portion as the proprietors of Ireland were 
taxed for the support of able-bodied poor, 
so would there be taken from their pockets 
the means of employing the same number 
that they employ now. If many were re- 
lieved by this measure, it would be a great 
tax on the country, and the money might 
be expended in a much better manner than 
this bill, if limited, as proposed, would be 
able to effect. He had heard of certain 
great undertakings of national improve- 
ments having been carried on most bene- 
ficially for the poor of a country—for in- 
stance, the highland roads executed in 
Scotland; and some means of this kind 
might, he believed, be adopted in the pre- 
sent case with the greatest advantage. 
He had brought his mind with great diffi- 
culty and unwillingness to the course he 
was then taking, as it separated him from 
those with whom he had the gratification 
of generally acting, and above all, because 
the vote he was about to give would 
separate him from a certain noble Duke 
(the Duke of Wellington). He regretted 


it, not because that noble Duke had the 
confidence of the great majority of the 


House—not because he was the leader of 
those who were generally opposed to her 
Majesty’s Ministers, for he did not view 
this as a party question, nor had it been 
treated as such by those who had dis- 
cussed it; but because he felt the great 
obligation of the country and the majority 
of the House to the noble Duke, and be- 
cause he had the highest personal respect 
for him. 

Lord Carbery said, that the noble Earl 
who spoke early in the debate had most 
truly said, that in Ireland poverty was the 
rule, and competency the exception; and 
the cause of this unfortunate state of 
things was, that the population of Ireland 
far exceeded the means which the farmers 
had of employing them. True it was, that 
the state of the soil was such as to admit 
of every person being employed, but the 
farmers had not capital enough to till their 
farms properly ; and it was vain to hope, 
until tranquillity was established in that 
country, that English capitalists would be 
induced to embark their capital in any 
speculation connected with it. But, sup- 
pose a parish contained 500 able-bodied 
labourers, and that there was full work 
only for 300, two hundred must conse- 





them ? It was well known to agriculturists, 
that in Ireland almost all the farming work 
was effected by manual labour. In Eng- 
land one horse did as much work as ten 
men. But how were those two hundred 
destitute men to be supported if they 
had recourse to the workhouse. By this 
bill the farmer was to be taxed for their 
support, and much having been said of 
this test of destitution in the course of 
the debate, he thought another and a 
better test might be substituted in the 
first instance, namely, a test to prove 
whether or no the farmer was able to bear 
the tax. Then, with respect to the resident 
gentry, he saw no indisposition on their 
part to employ the poor, except what arose 
from the want of means to do so. He was 
in the habit of riding about in his own 
neighbourhood, and several improvements 
occasionally suggested themselves to his 
mind; and if he asked, as he frequently 
did, the owners of the land why these im- 
provements were not undertaken, he in- 
variably received this answer—“ I should 
be very glad to do so if I had the means.” 
And will this bill supply them with money 
to employ the poor? He had lived all 
his life in Ireland, and he owned, he 
thought the account given of the extent 
of charity bestowed on mendicants was 
very exaggerated, indeed. But, suppos- 
ing it to be true, this bill could not pre- 
vent it. It never could subdue the feel- 
ings of the poor Roman Catholics in 
Ireland, who considered they were doing 
a service to God whenever they shared 
their potato with the poor; but, inde- 
pendent of all religious feelings, their own 
warm hearted dispositions would induce 
them to contrive to share their meals with 
the homeless and the destitute, despite of 
any law which parliament could pass. It 
had been said, that this was but an ex- 
periment, and therefore he thought that 
wisdom demanded that it should not go 
too far in the first instance. Supposing 
this experiment to fail, it would be im- 
possible to recede, whereas if the experi- 
ment were tried in a smaller sphere, and 
that it was found to work well, it would 
be easy to go forward, but if it failed, as 
he very much feared it must, the country 
would be placed in a worse condition than 
ever. But if it should succeed, on whom 
was the tax to fall? Why on those per- 
sons who were now employing the poor— 
and the moment the rate was imposed, 
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the number of those to whom they now 
give employment must be diminished. 
When he came to look to the effect of the 
bill in the middling classes in Ireland he 
dreaded the most serious consequences 
from its operation. He knew very many 
persons who with a tolerable property 
were yet so involved by family incum- 
brances that it was with difficulty they 
were enabled to keep down the interest, 
and if the legislature were to come down 
upon them with this bill, the tax under 
which was payable before any other de- 
mand, a most meritorious class of persons 
must be utterly ruined. It seemed to him 
that other and better means might have 
been adopted for ameliorating the con- 
dition of the peasantry than the present 
bill supplied; and he recommended par- 
ticularly a judicious system of emigration. 
The stout and active peasant was ready 
enough to emigrate; but his leaving the 
country, so far from doing good, entailed 
much mischief. He was sure to leave 
behind him an aged mother or father 
with several brothers or sisters, most of 
whom were unable to obtain a livelihood. 
At present the active and best man is he 
who goes; but to make emigration bene- 
ficial to the country, the whole family 
must be encouraged to emigrate. In the 
south of Ireland the farmers were beginning 
to discover that the plan heretofore pur- 
sued of giving their labourers a small 
piece of land was an injudicious one, and 
they are now beginning to try what are 
called house labourers. No later than 
yesterday he had received a letter from a 
gentleman residing in a remote district in 
the county Cork, and he says—“ You will 
be surprised to hear that there is a dearth 
of labourers in this neighbourhood. The 
farmers are getting rid of the cottier 
labourers; they find the pig, the children, 
and the poultry, such trespassers that they 
must have recourse to some other mode of 
providing labourers.” If that plan were 
to be generally adopted, pauperism in Ire- 
land wouldincrease tenfold. He (LordCar- 
bery) wished it to be distinctly understood 
that he was by no means opposed to the 
enactment of any system of poor-laws into 
Ireland; but what he wished was to see 
such a system as was suited to the country, 
and to the means of those who were to 
pay the tax, and in saying that, he agreed 
In opinion with the gentry of Ireland, 
whose views on the subject were fully and 
fairly represented in the petitions which 
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had been laid on their Lordships’ table, 
There was not a gentleman in Ireland 
who was not anxious to have such a poor- 
law introduced there as could be success- 
fully carried into effect, and it would be a 
great thing in any measure of the kind to 
have their co-operation; but if this mea- 
sure went to a frightful extreme, one would 
be hanging back, another dissenting, and 
so on, and there would be great difficulty 
connected with it. Ifit were taken to a 
certain extent, and with a certain limita- 
tion, it might be passed and sent to Ire- 
land, and might produce most beneficial 
results. The merely relieving a wretched 
pauper would do little, but the effect of 
such a law as he should support would 
put the poor in a higher condition, whereas 
the effect of the present measure would 
be to reduce the whole agricultural po 
pulation to a state of destitution. The 
noble Lord concluded by stating that 
under all the circumstances of the case he 
felt bound to vote for the amendment. 
The Earl of Aberdeen was perfectly 
sensible how little he was qualified to ad- 
dress their Lordships on this question, 
but there were two or three practical ob- 
servations which he wished to submit to 
their consideration. Nothing was more 
natural, in a matter so enveloped in 
difficulty as this, than the desire which 
had been expressed to try the experiment 
on alimited scale. Such were his own 
convictions, impressions, and desires, but 
after a little reflection he was persuaded 
that by adopting the amendment of his 
noble Friend, they would not be really 
trying this measure, but one of a totally 
different nature, and yet quite as extensive 
and costly in its operation. His noble 
Friend proposed to relieve a certain class 
of the poor in buildings which were not 
to be called workhouses but poorhouses ; 
but with the object which his noble Friend 
had in view, he would ask him why such 
houses should be built at all? The ex- 
pense of building them would be much 
greater than the proportionate degree of 
relief that would be afforded. The aged 
and impotent were not to be dealt with as 
the able-bodied tnen who entered the 
workhouses—not to be treated with strict 
discipline, but with tenderness; and there- 
fore, unless it could be shown that they 
were better relieved in those houses than 
out of them, there would be no advantage 
gained bybuilding them. Anobleand learn- 
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made a strong and a passionate appeal to 
the House, as to the effect of the amend- 
ment now proposed by his noble Friend, 
and gave it to be understood that that 
amendment would place the law much in 
the same state as that which now exists 
in Scotland, and which he eulogized very 
higlily. He would not enter into any 
matters of doubt or dispute as to the state 
of the law in Scotland, but would just 
show how the amendment of his noble 
Friend would leave the law different from 
that of Scotland. In the first place, in 
Scotland there was a large body of per- 
sons who had a right to relief from par- 
ticular charitable institutions; but his 
noble Friend did not admit the right of 
any persons to such relief in Ireland. In 
the second place all the relief of Scotland 
that was compulsory was strictly parochial, 
whereas his noble Friend proposed a ge- 
neral rate for Ireland. And in the third 
place, there was in Scotland a law allow- 
ing a settlement after a residence of three 
years, and yet his noble Friend proposed 
none. In Scotland, too, there were no 
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poorhouses or workhouses built by assess- 
ment on the people, but that kind of re- 
lief was obtained totally from charitable 
institutions. In adopting the amendment 


of his noble Friend, therefore, it would 
place the people of Ireland in no condi- 
tion similar to those of Scotland. He 
thought the best course for their Lord- 
ships to adopt, was to support the clause 
as it stood, and to leave the discretion 
given by the bill, ample as it was, as 
affording the best chance of effecting the 
true object of the bill, that of improving 
the state of the poor in Ireland. 

Earl Fitzwilliam said, it had been stated 
in the second report, that if once out- 
door relief was afforded,.it would convert 
the population of Ireland into a mass of 
paupers. That was the effect predicted 
by the author of the bill, and he (Earl 
Fitzwilliam) contended, that the bill gave 
an irresistible claim to relief, which he 
could not distinguish from a right. If it 
was true, that the English Poor-law Bill 
had a tendency to destroy the industry of 
the English labourer, why should not the 
same law have the same effect in Ireland ? 
It was a bill not for the benefit of the peo- 
ple of Ireland, it originated in English 
interests. The ground on which he op- 
posed it was, that it was not applicable to 
the social condition of Ireland, and instead 
of benefit it would produce mischief, 
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Lord Cloncurry thought the bill, on the 
whole, likely to answer the purposes which 
the best friends of Ireland desired. If 
there was any part of it he should wish 
left out, it was not the relief for the able- 
bodied, but the relief for the impotent ; for 
such was the character of the country, 
that they did not leave the impotent 
without relief. A blind man at the road- 
side was placed there for recreation, and 
for a little solace from conversation with 
the passengers; but he was relieved by his 
family and friends, and so were the halt 
and the lame, except those who in towns 
made a trade of their misfortunes. The 
bill had created an alarm, which was not 
well founded ; for the expense, which was 
intended to fall lightly on the rental, 
would fall, in fact, on the produce. 

The Earl of Radnor said, the effect of 
the bill would be to increase the produce 
of Ireland, and to bring persons together 
and unite them in the same interest who 
had now separate interests. An objection 
had been made to the powers given by the 
bill ; but the Commissioners had no power 
beyond the necessity of the case. 

The Earl of Glengall had had commu- 
nication with many classes in Ireland on 
the subject of this bill, and had found it 
universally unpopular. He doubted whe- 
ther it could be carried into effect if it 
were passed. With one class, indeed, it 
was popular. If he could trust public 
report, there had been 7,800 applications 
for places under the bill. Workhouses 
were so very unpopular in Ireland, that it 
would be impossible to induce the people 
to enter them, and the result would be, that 
the bill would encourage, not diminish, 
the migration of Irish paupers to this 
country. The bill said nothing about the 
employment of the poor, who might be 
profitably engaged in reclaiming the waste 
lands. The bill as it at present stood was 
the worst digested and the best abused of 
any that had ever been introduced to their 
Lordships’ notice. 

The Marquess of Lansdowne could not 
support the amendment, as it was con- 
trary to the spirit of the bill, which was 
intended to effect a great experiment, 
urged on by the necessity of the times. 
The Government was anxious to see how 
the evils existing in Ireland could be 
removed by the specific provision of work- 
houses for the most destitute, and it was 
his deep conviction, that no experiment 
could be more free from objection, The 
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amendment, if agreed to, would neutralise 
the spirit of the bill, whilst the expense of 
commissioners and of the general ma- 
chinery would remain the same. The bill 
did not give a right of relief, which might 
tend to confiscation of property ; neither 
did it establish a law of settlement, to 
which so many legal objections could be 
taken, and which would give a bonus to 
attornies instead of relief to.the poor; and 
as no positive right of relief was created 
by law, he felt satisfied the people of Ire- 
land would not think of demanding it. 
The noble Marquess then referred to a 
petition, signed by the high sheriff and 
grand jury of the county of Monaghan, 
deprecating (as we understood) the limita- 
tion of poor relief to the aged and infirm. 
He noticed this petition, because it stated 
in clear terms the views with which the 
present bill had been brought forward. 
At the same time he must observe, that 
the bill was not intended to attempt the 
general relief of all the destitute in 
Ireland, but to create a power which 
should assist in effecting certain salutary 
changes in the social condition of the 
people of that country. 

The Marquess of Londonderry objected 
to the petition quoted by the noble Mar- 
quess, inasmuch as the high sheriff who 
had empanelled the jury was himself ille- 
gally appointed; and he considered its 
production under these circumstances a 
most extraordinary proceeding. It could 
have no weight with the House. With 
respect to the measure in question, as a 
landed resident proprietor, he for one did 
not desire that the experiment adverted to 
by the noble Marquess should be made in 
Ireland. 

The Earl of Mulgrave, holding the 
situation which he did in Treland, usually 
observed it asa rule not to take part in 
any of the debates which took place upon 
questions relating to that country; and 
was only induced to depart from that rule 
upon the present occasion in consequence 
of the remarks which, in the course of the 
evening, had been made by the noble 
Marquess opposite. The noble Marquess, 
in speaking of adocument which had been 
referred to by the noble Marquess, the 
President of the Council, said, that that 
document was entitled to no weight with 
the House, because it was signed by a 
gentleman whose appointment to the 
shrievalty of Monaghan he maintained was 
illegal. Now, he contended, that Mr. 
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Kenny’s appointment was strictly legal. 
The question of whether it were so or not, 
was argued in open court, and the judge 
who heard the case, decided that the 
Pima was legal, and overruled the 
objection which had been urged against it. 
But what use did the noble Marquess 
mean to make of his objection to the 
legality of the appointment of Mr. Kenny ? 
What use did he intend to make of his 
objection to the document which bore that 
gentleman’s signature? Did he mean to 
say, that a document signed by a gentle- 
man of the greatest respectability and 
largest property in the county of Mona. 
ghan was entitled to no weight? Did he 
mean, that Mr. Shirley, the chairman of 
the grand jury, whose name was also 
attached to the document, was a gentle- 
man of no weight? Did he mean to say, 
that Mr. Coote, the gentleman whom the 
noble Marquess contended ought to be 
high-sheriff of the county, was entitled to 
no weight? [The Marquess of London- 
derry: No.] Then, if the noble Marquess 
would look at the document which he 
maintained ought to have no weight with 
the House, he would find, that in addition 
to the names of the high-sheriff and the 
chairman of the grand jury, it bore also 
the name of Mr. Coote. [The Marquess 
of Londonderry expressed a wish to see 
the document, which was handed to him.] 
Having, he hoped, convinced the noble 
Marquess, that the document to which his 
remarks had been directed was not quite 
so unimportant as he would lead the House 
to suppose, he (the Earl of Mulgrave) 
would say no more upon the subject. But 
being upon his legs, he could not help ex- 
pressing the very great gratification he had 
felt, deeply interested as he was in the 
tranquillity and prosperity of Ireland, at 
the tone and temper of the debate to which 
he had listened for the last two evenings 
on which the House had assembled. And 
here let him remark to the noble Marquess, 
that he had done that which the noble 
Marquess had certainly not done—he had 
attentively listened to all that had been 
said. Having so listened to the debate, he 
was sure, that the impression it would leave 
in the other country—the interest and 
anxiety which the House had manifested 
in the condition of the poor of Ireland— 
would, whatever the result of the division 
to which they were approaching, have a 
most beneficial effect. He felt satisfied, 
that the result of it would be, to convey 
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to the people of Ireland an assurance, that 
the destitution which, unhappily, had so 
long existed in that country, would no 
longer be allowed to remain unnoticed in 
the Imperial Parliament; and that in 
some shape or other, whether by this bill 
or by some different enactment, the pro- 
perty of Ireland should be made to bear its 
fair proportion towards the relief of a mass 
of misery; which, whilst it continued to 
exist in so large a limb of the empire, 
could not but be regarded as a national 
disgrace. 

Lord Brougham, after along apology 
for venturing to address the House upon 
a question which related exclusively to 
Ireland, a country with which he was not 
so well acquainted as many other noble 
Lords —after apologising also for his 
absence from the House at an earlier 
period of the evening, when some of his 
noble Friends found it necessary to advert 
to the observations made by him in the 
debate upon this subject a few nights ago 
—after alluding to the interference just 
made by the noble Earl the Vicegerent of 
Ireland, an interference not more unwonte 
ed on the noble Earl’s part than it was 
well and happily timed for the Govern- 
ment—after commenting upon the remarks 
advanced by the noble Earl, which he 
thought contained nothing, but yet were 
of equal force with any of the arguments 
that had been urged by any of the speakers 
in support of the bill—proceeded to ob- 
serve, that he fully concurred in all the 
feelings expressed by his noble Friend, 
the President of .the Council, (the Mar- 
quess of Lansdowne), though he entirely 
differed from him in the means by which 
he would make those feelings applicable 
to the relief of the poor in Ireland. The 
noble Marquess (the Marquess of Lans- 
downe) admitted that the bill now before 
the House was a great experiment—nay, 
he even admitted that it was a doubtful, 
an uncertain, and perhaps a hazardous 
measure. In all these views of the ques- 
tion, he (Lord Brougham) fully and en- 
tirely concurred. If there were anything 
of difficulty or danger in the existing 
state of Ireland, he believed that that 
difficulty and danger would be incalcul- 
ably increased by this rash experiment. 
He believed that it would render the con- 
dition of Ireland not merely bad, but 
perilous—so perilous as to be all but fatal. 
If the principle of relieving the able- 
bodied poor were once admitted, even 
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though it should be nominally restricted 
to the workhouse, it would be found im. 
possible from the very circumstances of 
the country to prevent its being extended 
to all who needed it out of doors. Let 
the House judge how utterly impossible it 
was to prevent this. The bill as it now 
stood, told the famished poor two things, 
It need not tell them that they were hungry, 
and in want of all the necessaries of life, 
because of those sad and melancholy facts 
they were themselves sufficiently aware ; 
but it told them now, for the first time, 
‘“* We, the Imperial Parliament, have pro- 
vided a board of persons, who have the 
power, if they please to exert it, to re- 
lieve your hunger; and they have a fund 
at their disposal, or may raise a fund to 
be at their disposal, from the rich land- 
owners, out of which your wants may be 
relieved.” That was what the bill said 
to the hungry thousands of Ireland; and 
when it addressed them in such terms, 
even though the workhouse might be 
pointed out as the only place at which 
relief was to be administered, their Lord- 
ships might depend upon itthat they would 
demand and obtain relief out of doors 
whenever they stood in need of it. Would 
they not, he would ask, swallow the pros- 
pect which the bill held out to them with 
as much avidity as they would grasp the 
food for want of which they were famish- 
ing? And let the House think what their 
feelings would be if they were disappoint- 
ed. Relieved they would be, relieved they 
must be, and neither guardians nor com- 
missioners, whether sitting in Dublin or 
in London, could refuse that relief while 
they were men and had hearts beating 
within their breasts. Suppose the work- 
houses full, and thousands still applying 
for relief, what would be the consequence ? 
Either the bill would fail egregiously in 
its object, and, instead of giving peace 
and tranquillity, sow dissension over the 
whole face of Ireland ; or relief would be 
granted, and a sudden application would 
be made to Parliament for a bill of in- 
demnity. It had been said, that the Irish 
poor would rather leave the place of their 
birth, and go into another country, than 
go into the workhouse; but the evidence 
of the commissioners, and of those best 
acquainted with the people of Ireland, 
contradicted that statement, and showed 
that it was with a bitter pang that they 
entered on a life of vagrancy, and that 
the separation from their wives and chil- 
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dren was attended with feelings of the 
severest anguish. He feared, if such was 
the case, they might get into the way of 
saying, that confinement in the workhouse 
would only be for a few weeks, and that 
they would, rather than separate from 
their families, all go into the workhouse 
together for a season till work returned. 
He would not allow himself to think that 
such would not be the case. A noble 
Lord near him had said, that there was 
not a single parish in Ireland where there 
was not employment enough for all the 
labourers. He was glad to hear that 
such was the case; but if the statement 
was correct, Ireland required no such 
measure as they were now discussing. 
But such was not the description of Ire- 
land given by the commissioners. who 
stated, that if a farmer went into a vil- 
lage to hire a few labourers, he wouid 
instantly be surrounded by numbers will- 
ing and anxious to obtain employment at 
a rate of wages which did not exceed 3d. 
a-day. That fact indicated no lack of 
labourers, but showed a lamentable want 
of employment. But he was told again 
that this bill would have the effect of 
creating a disposition to work, and a dis- 
position to give employment. He had 


never heard that there was any unwilling- 
ness to work on the part of the people of 
Ireland, but it was well known that there 
was a miserable lack of employment. 
Then, as to creating a disposition to give 
employment, would that be the effect of the 
bill; or, if it did what would will signify 


without ability? Would the bill enable 
them to give employment, or would the 
imposition of a considerable tax afford 
additional means of giving employment? 
The noble Marquess, the President of the 
Council, had said, that he would give up 
the bill if it would lead to the granting of 
out-door relief, and he also said, that the 
state of Ireland was such as rendered 
some measure of this kind necessary; 
but if some measure of this kind was ne- 
cessary for Ireland, why give her a bad 
one ?—why give her a measure which had 
worked so badly in England, and keep 
from her that which had worked so well 
in Scotland? In Scotland the relief was 
intrusted to men who had an interest in 
seeing its useful application. In England 
the relief was given to men who had some, 
but very little, interest in the application 
of the funds at their disposal ; but in Ire- 
Jand the funds were to be applied by men 
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who had no interest whatever in their ap- 
plication. The guardians had little interest, 
but if they refused to act, then the com- 
missioners might appoint paid officers, 
who had no interest whatever in the ap- 
plication of the funds. The condition of 
Scotland a little more than a century and 
a quarter ago was one hundredfold worse 
as to mendicancy than Ireland was at 
the present, their respective population at 
both periods being considered, and Scot- 
land had emerged from that condition 
without the aid of, and because she had 
not the aid of, the English Poor-law 
Act. Fletcher, of Saltoun, in 1706, 
described the condition of that coun- 
try, where more than 100,000 of the 
population were begging from door to 
door, not for a season, but for all 
the year round—not depending, as in 
Ireland, upon the kindly and hospitable 
feelings of their neighbours, but living 
upon the fears of those whom they visited 
in their, not begging, but rather maraud- 
ing excursions; and the remedy which 
Fletcher proposed was, that it would be 
much better that all those should be sold 
to slavery than continue in their then 
condition. No man would have believed 
ten years ago that the English poor-law 
bill would have been applied as a tempo- 
rary relief for the distresses of Ireland, 
any more than he would have believed 
that the remedy of Fletcher of Saltoun of 
selling the mendicants of Scotland into 
slavery would have been adopted. The 
effect of the system, as it was to be ap- 
plied to Ireland, would be the taking to 
pieces the whole structure and framework 
of society: the giving relief to those who 
could not get work, or who did not choose 
to work, would, in effect, be establishing 
a minimum of wages, and would, in fact, 
upset all the principles of competition for 
employment. It might be objected to 
him that he was an advocate, in 1834, for 
the English Poor-law Amendment Bill; 
so he was—but why was he so? Because 
he wished the country to escape from a 
gross abuse of the poor-law system; but 
it did not follow, that because a bad sys- 
tem had been introduced into England, 
therefore the same would be good in Ire. 
land. He denied that many petitions 
had been presented in favour of the bill; 
there were only very few for the bill itself, 
and none for the relief of the able-bodied. 
His opinion was decidedly the same as it 
always had been, but he feared it would 
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have little weight with their Lordships ; 
he was afraid that they would pass the 
bill, Nevertheless, he should give his 
vote in favour of the amendment. 

The Earl of Mulgrave protested against 
the attack that had been made upon him 
by the noble and learned Lord, and was 
willing to commit his conduct to the fair 
judgment of the House. As to his taking 
any or no part in the debate, that was a 
mere matter of policy, or even of cour- 
tesy; but he had not disqualified himself 
from voting on this or any other question 
by either speaking or remaining silent, 
and he now declared that he should give 
his vote on the question decidedly in op- 
position to the arguments which their 
Lordships had just heard. 

Viscount Melbourne said, he should not 
have intruded at all on their Lordships 
but that the principle of the amendment 
involved the whole principle of the bill. 
If his noble Friend (the Earl of Mulgrave) 
had not defended himself, he should have 
said that the noble and learned Lord had 
treated him with great injustice. With 
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respect to what the noble and learned 
Lord had said regarding Scotland, and 
the lessons which ought to be drawn from 
what had taken place in that country, he 
entirely agreed with the noble and learned 


Lord. Unquestionably, it was fit that 
the Legislature should imitate what was 
found to be good in that country in the 
administration of the poor-law, and avoid 
the evil which bad flowed from a contrary 
system being acted upon in England. But 
he did not consider, that in that respect 
the Government had departed from the 
course recommended by the noble and 
learned Lord in the adaptation of the 
present measure to Ireland. He appre- 
hended that the guardians would have a 
great interest in the well-administering of 
the law there, by reason of the amount of 
the assessment to which they would them- 
selves be liable; and if not, the appoint- 
ments to be made by the commissioners 
would unquestionably have the effect of 
getting rid of all abuses. It was this very 
point which called for that large discre- 
tionary power which it was proposed to 
give the Commissioners, and which, he 
believed, might be intrusted to them with 
safety, under the control of Parliament 
and the great public responsibility under 
which those powers would be exercised — 
powers necessarily great—in order to in- 
troduce a system to cure the dangerous 
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evils incident to the present state of-so- 
ciety in Ireland. A great part of this 
debate, and a very great proportion of the 
speech of the noble and learned Lord, 
had been, in fact, directed, not to the 
question before the House, but to the 
question of the bill itself—that was to say, 
whether it were right that the bill should 
have been introduced at all, and whether 
it were fitting to be adopted by their 
Lordships. He was afraid that there was 
a difference in the state of society in Scot- 
land and in Ireland which was not pointed 
out by the noble and learned Lord, but 
which made any analogy between Scot- 
land, as described in the works of Fletcher 
of Saltoun, and the present state of Ire- 
land, impossible. The state of the popu- 
lation of the two countries was exceedingly 
different. The population of Scotland at 
the time referred to, hardly exceeded 
1,200,000 persons, which was evidently 
a manageable population, and not neces- 
sarily overwhelming everything with its 
numbers; whereas the very contrary was 
the fact with respect to Ireland. He did 
not profess to be very well acquainted 
with the letters and works of Fletcher of 
Saltoun, but he apprehended that that 
eminent man, as the noble Lord had 
called him, must have been either a very 
eager man—particularly from the opinions 
expressed by him, and which had been 
referred to to-night—or he must be some- 
what given to exaggeration. At least he 
did not feel perfect confidence in his state- 
ment. He objected to the amendment as 
impracticable and unjust. 

The Earl of Winchilsea, before their 
Lordships divided, wished to put a ques- 
tion to the noble Viscount which bore 
immediately on the subject under discus- 
sion. He had heard that a most despe- 
rate affray, arising out of the poor-law 
question, had taken place that day near 
his residence in Kent. He understood 
that upwards of twenty lives had been 
lost in the course of the riot, and he 
wished to ask the noble Viscount whether 
any account had reached him of such an 
affray. According to the report which he 
received, an officer of the 45th Regiment, 
Lieutenant Bennett, had been killed, and 
Captain Montgomery had been severely 
wounded, and also between eighteen and 
twenty of the populace had lost their lives. 
As it was in the neighbourhood of his own 
estate, it was very probable he had lost 
many a dear friend—some of those, per- 
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haps, who had been under his own com- 
mand. He was, therefore, most anxious 
to hear whether the noble Lord could give 
any authentic information on the subject. 

Viscount Melbourne said, that he had 
heard nothing of it; but he understood 
that there was a messenger waiting for 
him. 

The Committee divided on the amend- 
ment—Contents 41 ; Not contents 107; 
Majority 66. 

The clause to stand part of the bill. 

House resumed. 


—— PLDD POLE LODO — 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday, May 31, 1838. 


MnuTEs.) Petitions presented. By Mr. GLADSTONE, 
from the Dean and Chapter of the Metropolitan Cathe- 
dral of Canterbury, against the Bill for the reduction of 
the Church Establishment. 


CuapPLains oF THE House or Com- 
mons.| Mr. Williams Wynn regretted to 
bring on the motion of which he had given 
notice in the absence of the noble Lord 
the Secretary for the Home Department ; 
but having waited twenty minutes beyond 
the usual time for the commencement of 
public business, he felt, that he should be 
wanting in respect to the House if he did 
not then proceed. Understanding that 
his motion was to be opposed, he felt 
considerable difficulty in bringing it for- 
ward, as he was unable to anticipate any 
possible objection which could be urged 
against the proposal which he intended to 
submit for the consideration of the House. 
How the House, consistently with its own 
honour, and with the uniform and un- 
broken pr:.ctice of more than 100 years, 
could hesitate to vote an address to her 
Majesty in behalf of three chaplains of 
the House similar to all former addresses 
in behalf of former chaplains, he was 
utterly at a loss tocomprehend. Already 
addresses had been voted by Parliament 
to his late Majesty praying that the usual 
preferment might be bestowed on those 
three gentlemen, to all of which his late 
Majesty had been pleased to return a most 
gracious answer, assuring the House that 
he would confer on those gentlemen the 
usual preferments in the Church. He 
rose, therefore, to move that an humble 
address be presented to her Majesty, set- 
ting forth that his late Majesty had been 
pleased to assure the House that he would 
confer upon the rey. Mr. Lockwood, the 
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rev. Mr. Repton, and the rev. Mr. Frere, 
the late chaplains of the House, the us al 
preferment in the Church granted to 
chaplains of that House, and praying that 
her Majesty would be graciously pleased 
to bestow on those gentlemen the prefer. 
ment which his late Majesty had promised, 
and which it was the uniform practice to 
grant. Now, it apppeared from a return 
which had been laid upon the table, that 
during a period of 120 years Parliament 
had been in the practice of voting such 
addresses to the Crown, and it further 
appeared that in every instance cathedral 
preferment had been conferred on the 
chaplains of the House, and the cases of 
the three rev. gentlemen to whom he had 
alluded were the only exceptions. What- 
ever might be supposed out of doors, the 
fact was, that no remuneration of any kind 
was given by the House to those who dis- 
charged the duties of chaplain, and in- 
stead of pecuniary remuneration the uni- 
form practice was to vote such an address 
as he had moved, and there was no 
instance when the prayer of those addresses 
was not complied with by the Crown. 
When Parliaments were triennial, those 
addresses were, in general, voted at inter- 
vals of two years and a half, and such 
continued to be the constant practice till 
the passing of the Septennial Act. Since 
the passing of that Act, the uniform prac- 
tice had been to allow two chaplains to 
the Speaker during the continuance of 
each Parliament, and no objection had 
hitherto been made to voting addresses to 
the Crown on their behalf, on account of 
the shortness of the period of the service 
of any one of the chaplains of the House. 
In the year 1802, an address was voted to 
the Crown in behalf of a chaplain who 
had served only one month, and the 
Crown graciously complied with the prayer 
of the address, and conferred on the chap- 
lain a prebendal stall. In another instance 
the chaplain filled the office for only four 
months, but notwithstanding he obtained 
a prebendal stall on an address from that 
House to the Crown. He had alluded to 
those instances of preferment having been 
granted, notwithstanding the shortness of 
the period of service, in anticipation of 
the only objection which he thought could 
be urged against the address which he 
had proposed. But he did think, that an 
objection on account of the shortness of 
their period of service could not consist- 
ently be urged against the claims of the 
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three late chaplains of the House; or, at 
all events, such an objection ought to have 
been urged, if it had any force, at the 
time when the addresses in their favour to 
his late Majesty were voted by the House. 
If the Ministers of the Crown felt that 
such an objection had any force, they 
ought to have stated that, they could not 
advise the Crown to bestow the usual 
church preferment on these three gentle- 
men at the time the addresses were voted. 
But such a course had not been followed, 
for addresses had been voted by the House 
in favour of each of those rev. gentlemen, 
and the Crown had assured the House 
that the usual reward would be granted. 
On the faith of receiving that reward, 
those three gentlemen had given up lucra- 
tive employments for the high honour of 
being chaplains of that House. For five 
years, however, they had remained without 
any reward, and surely it was the duty of 
the House to secure for those individuals 
the same preferment which had been uni- 
formly bestowed during a long series of 
years. It might be said, that to grant 
such rewards was impossible after the 
measure which had been introduced by 
the Government in relation to cathedral 
preferments, but could not a special clause 
be inserted in that measure in favour of 
the three rev. gentlemen whose claims he 
advocated, and he would ask if it was fair 
that they should be subjected to an ope- 
ration of an ex post facto law after their 
services had been acknowledged by the 
House, and after the usual preferment had 
been promised by the Crown? He did 
not quarrel with the noble Lord on the 
course which he had taken in respect to 
this subject, because he considered that 
the House only was competent to judge of 
the amount of remuneration which ought 
to be awarded for such services. But, at 
the same time, the claims of these gentle- 
men were put in a strong position in con- 
sequence of the House of Commons having 
three times recognised the justice of those 
claims, as well as the House of Lords, and 
the answers returned by the Throne to the 
addresses presented on their behalf. In 
fact the three branches of the Legislature 
had recognised those claims, and what 
further ground for agreeing to the motion 
could be required, or what objection could 
be urged against it, he was unable to tell. 
The right hon. Gentleman concluded by 
moving that ‘‘An Address be presented 
to her Majesty to confer promotion on the 
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three late chaplains of this House, in com_ 
pliance with the addresses of the House 
presented to his late Majesty King William 
4th.” 

Lord Jchn Russell said, that this was 
a question which certainly belonged exclu- 
sively to the House of Commons, and it 
was for the House to decide upon what- 
ever they thought proper to address to the 
Crown respecting it. But before they 
came to any decision upon it, he wished 
to state something which he considered 
the right hon. Gentleman had not with 
sufficient distinctness explained ; namely, 
the difference which had taken place both 
with regard to the ecclesiastical dignities 
which it was in the power of the Crown to 
confer, and with regard to the situation 
of the chaplains of this House. It was 
the ancient practice of the House, 
undoubtedly, and a practice which was 
confirmed by the addresses which the 
right hon. Gentleman had referred to, 
and which were passed by the House, 
perhaps, without any great consideration 
being given to them, that chaplains ap- 
pointed by the Speaker should receive a 
dignity from the hands of the Crown, At 
that time the patronage of the Crown was 
very extensive, and the services generally 
of the chaplain were of considerable du- 
ration, [Three years, by Mr. Wynn.] 
Yes, three years ; which, it was consi- 
dered, justified their appointment to 
those dignities. But there had been a 
great alteration in both respects within the 
last few years ; there had been an alter- 
ation both as regarded the dignities 
capable of being conferred by the Crown, 
and with regard to the rewards that were 
to be conferred upon the chaplains. In 
the first place, the dignities in the Church 
in the gift of the Crown, instead of being 
in the state they formerly were, had, by 
the recommendation of the Church com- 
missioners, been for the present suspended, 
with a view to a very great reduction. 
The reduction with regard to ecclesias« 
tical patronage which was at present pro- 
posed to be carried into effect was no less 
than 50,000/. a-year. He did not mean 
50,000/. accruing every year, but that the 
income which was now enjoyed by certain 
dignitaries and other persons belongin 
to the Church, and which was propose 
to be surrendered by the Crown, reached 
that amount. These dignities and 
appointments consisted of the prebend- 
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John and St. Margaret, and the chapel- 
ries of Windsor, and which were the re- 
wards usually given to the chaplains of 
the House of Commons. [Mr. Wynn: 
Also the living of Christchurch.] Christ- 
church was the subject of a separate con- 
sideration. It was proposed, that there 
should be such a reduction in these dig- 
nities, that there should be only fqur of 
these appointments retained. The alter- 
ation in the mode of rewarding in future 
the chaplains of the House was equally 
great. The House had agreed, that 
henceforth a sum not exceeding 200/. a- 
year should be granted to the chaplain for 
the performance of his duty. The right 
hon. Gentleman had stated in support of 
his present proposition, that there were 
instances in which chaplains had received 
Church dignities for services for a very 
limited time—one having served only one 
month; another only four months; and 
a third only eighteen months. Now, 
that might be used as an argument either 
way; either in favour of adopting a simi- 
lar practice in future, or in favour of ma- 
king a change in that practice. It might 


be used as showing, that instead of these 
prebends and high dignities in the Church 
being in the possession of the Crown, for 
the purpose of rewarding those whom the 


Crown thought worthy of being so dis- 
tinguished, it was in the power of the 
Speaker of the House of Commons to di- 
rect the distribution of the Crown patronage 
to a person who had no other claim than 
that of having served one month as the 
chaplain of the House. He therefore 
thought the facts stated by the right hon. 
Gentleman might be considered a good 
argument in favour of the change that 
had taken place. With regard to the 
three gentlemen whose cases the right 
hon. Gentleman had brought forward, it 
appeared, that the addresses in their fa- 
vour followed one another at an interval 
of only one year. There was no long 
period of service, therefore, during which 
they were deprived of the advantage of 
receiving other preferment, or of attending 
to other duties. But one thing which 
happened should be noticed. After those 
three addresses of 1831, 1832, and 1833, 
promotions took place both under Earl 
Grey’s Government and the Government 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Tamworth. Lord Grey recommended 
to his late Majesty the appointment of 
persons to be chaplains who had not been 
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chaplains to the House of Commons, thus 
exercising an undoubted right of ap- 
pointing other persons than those in 
whose favour those addresses were made. 
The right hon. Gentleman (Sir Robert 
Peel) when he came into office adopted a 
recommendation not only similar to that 
of Lord Grey’s, but one which still more 
bore on this question, because he not only 
advised the Crown to confer a prebend of 
Westminster upon Mr. Millman, but at 
the same time addrassed a letter to the 
Church commissioneis, and pointed out to 
them the manner in which he had advised 
the Crown to surrender any immediate 
patronage of the Crown for the promotion 
of the general benefit of the Church. That 
letter of the right hon. Gentleman had 
been acted upon by Lord Melbourne, and 
was considered by the present Govern- 
ment—and he (Lord J. Russell) trusted it 
would be by any future Government until 
this matter should be finally arranged by 
the Legislature—as prescribing the rule by 
which the Crown ought to proceed with 
respect to conferring any preferment in its 
own immediate gift. That letter having 
been acted upon, and the disposal of the 
dignities having been suspended by the 
recommendation of the Church commis- 
sioners, the question merely came to this, 
whether the patronage of the Crown having 
been reduced at the very great rate he had 
already mentioned, the House would con- 
sent so far further to restrict the power 
of recommendation and appointment by 
the Crown as to say, that these three gen- 
tlemen who had been named by the late 
Speaker to be chaplains of that House 
should have a prior right, and that the 
Crown should be deprived, to the extent 
of these three nominations, which would 
probably embrace a period of not less than 
six or seven years, of all right to appoint 
any person who might be recommended to 
it for promotion? Another course was that 
which had been recommended by an address 
of the right hon. Gentleman, that dignities 
in the Church should be conferred on these 
gentlemen, and that any measure of re- 
form which might be introduced, and in 
which a diminution of such dignities 
should be recommended, an exception 
should be made in favour of the three gen- 
tlemen mentioned. The last seemed to 
him to be the only course which could be 
adopted ; but even that would be giving 
to them sinecure ecclesiastical revenues, 
instead. of applying them towards sup- 
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plying the deficiency in the stipends of 
vicars and curates in large and populous 


parishes, and of affording additional reli- | 


gious instruction according to the doctrines 
of the Established Church. The question 


was one entirely for the decision of the | 


House, and it was not for the Government 


to oppose any decision to which the House | 


might come. 
Sir R. Peel said, that the noble Lord had 


stated two subjects for their consideration. 
One was, that the House of Commons had | 
adopted a different system of remunerating | 
its chaplains ; and the other was, that the | 
patronage of the Crown was much dimin- | 
Now, he thought, that , 
the first consideration had no proper bear- | 


ished in amount. 


ing upon the question. It was true, that 
the House had adopted 2 new mode of 
remuneration, and this was a conclusive 
reason for refusing any preferment, if it 
should be asked by the present chaplain, 


who had accepted the office since the ar- | 


rangement; but it ought not to operate to 
defeat the claim of the chaplains who were 
appointed previously to the institution of 
the new mode of reward. It was certainly 
unfortunate that six or seven years since, 
the Crown and the House had come to 
some understanding, for it was not to be 
expected, that when the service was for 
such short periods as it had been since 
1829 the House should demand so much 
patronage; and he thought, that the 
Crown ought not to have been called upon 


to accede to such requests till after a ser- | 


vice of five years. But unfortunately they 
had adopted this course—they had adhered 
to the former system—and although the 
chaplains had only served even for a few 
months, the House had addressed the 
Crown in their behalf, and an answer had 
been received pledging the royal word, 
that the promotion should be granted. The 
first consideration, therefore, was out of 
question; and with respect to the second, 
he would ask whether the good faith of 
Parliament and of the Crown was not 
pledged to bestow this patronage; and he 
could not say—although the practice of 
maintaining sinecures was objectionable 


—he could not say, that the present | 


claim was not founded in good faith. The 
noble Lord had said, that whilst he (Sir 
Robert Peel) was in office he had the dis- 
posal of much Church patronage, and that 
he had not appointed any of the late 
chaplains; but he found, that his prede- 
eessors had neglected these claims, and 
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that there were three chaplains unprovided 
‘for. He thought, that active duty should 
be attached to particular prebends. During 
the time that he was in office he had onl 
one prebend to dispose of—that of West- 
minster; and considering the wants of the 
populous parish of St. John and St. Mar- 
garet, he had determined upon applying 
this piece of preferment to supply the 
_ wants, and the first offer which he made 
of it was to one of the chaplains, so 
strongly did he feel the claim which the 
Crown had contracted, and the considera- 
tion due to the vote of the House of Com- 
mons; and he wished to apply the patron- 
age at his disposal to the double object of 
providing additional religious instruction 
in populous parishes and of providing for 
the claims of the chaplains. The first 
chaplain declined it, for reasons which ap- 
' peared to him (Sir Robert Peel) to be suf- 
ficient. He then offered it to the second, 
who also for good reasons declined it; and 
as time was pressing in consequence of the 
active measures taken by the noble Lord, 
he thought he could not bette: bestow it 
than by giving it to reward an eminent 
literary and. private character. When, 
therefore, the noble Lord quoted his ex- 
ample as an authority, he hoped that he 
would not suppress the facts, and he 
thought, that the authority of his example 
_told all the other way. He was of opin- 
ion, that the claim still existed, and that 
it must be satisfied one way or another. 
Whether they ought to continue sinecures 
for this purpose he was not prepared to 
say; but if the advice given to the Crown 
should’ be, that some other preferment 
should be substituted he would not object, 
nor did he offer any opposition to the 
suggestion of the noble Lord, that an ex- 
ception to the general rule should in this 
case be permitted. The offer which had 
been made by him, he was satisfied, was 
unavailable to the parties, and he thought, 
that it was a public claim, and that it must 
be satisfied. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer re- 
marked, that the difference between the 
offer which would have been accepted 
and that which was rejected was, that 
the former was accompanied by the 
performance of public duties, whilst the 
latter was unaccompanied by any. 
The question was, how the House could 
,now proceed? Would this House reject 

the rule which it had laid down, and 
would it consent to continue the principle 
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of sinecures? He submitted whether a 
just discharge of the obligation might not 
be effected by giving an equivalent of a 
pecuniary nature, not founded on the 
amount now paid, and which might not be 
sufficient for a gentleman who only per- 
formed the duties for one Session, but an 
adequate equivalent. He thought, that 
it was disgraceful to the country to leave 
the gentlemen who had served the House 
of Commons without remuneration, and 
he was sure, that no one would object to 
a fair equivalent for the duties performed ; 
but he would not believe, unless it were 
confirmed by a vote of the House, that, 
having determined to abolish sinecures, 
they would propose by an address in fa- 
vour of their own chaplains to suspend 
the general rule. For these reasons he 
would rather support a money grant than 
this address. 

Lord Francis Egerton having presented 
the petition from these gentlemen, and 
believing, that the honour of the House 
was pledged to the promotion, wished to 
say one word upon the subject, especially 
as the noble Lord was under a false im- 
pression that he could not consent to this 
motion without overturning the principle 
which had been adopted. He (Lord 
Francis Egerton) did not understand these 
Gentlemen to ask for any sinecures; their 
object would be attained by having some 
preferment with parochial duty. It was 
perfectly true, that the promotion which 
had been offered was refused for reasons 
which were satisfactory to his right hon. 
Friend. He had a letter from Lord Can- 
terbury, showing, that in the case of Mr. 
Lockwood that gentleman felt, that his 
health and strength were unfit for the dis- 
charge of the duties of a large parish, and 
though a stall in Canterbury, with the less 
onerous duties of a small parish attached, 
was held out as a probable change, yet 
Mr. Lockwood mizht have taken the pre- 
ferment, but feeling himself really incom- 
petent to discharge its duties, he acted 
conscientiously and declined it. The cir- 
cumstances of the other case, Mr. Rep- 
ton’s, were somewhat different; he was 
involved in the property of a chapel, which 
he could not dispose of in the time pre- 
sented by the Bishop of London, and he 
had, therefore, thought it necessary to 
forego the appointment. He was glad, 
that the new regulation had been adopted ; 
but to give it an ex post facto operation 
would be highly unjust to individuals. 
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Sir E. Knatchbull confirmed, from his 
personal knowledge, the statement made 
by the noble Lord, and bore testimony to 
the high character of Mr. Lockwood, who 
well discharged his parochial duties, and 
who was the last man who would stoop 
to undertake any office for which he was 
not duly qualified, 

Motion agreed to. 


Navat Arcnitecture.] Viscount 
Ingestrie rose to move for a “ return of 
the promotions and appointments of the 
various shipwrights and other officers, that 
have taken place since 1830 in Her 
Majesty’s dock-yards, distinguishing those 
who were educated at the school of Naval 
Architecture ;” and as the questioninvolved 
in the motion was of national importance, 
he hoped, that no apology was necessary 
for bringing it forward. Unfortuuately 
naval architecture had been for many years 
neglected in England, and even since the 
subject had been attended to, it had been 
liable to much party feeling not political 
or professional, and in makinghis present 
statement he disavowed being actuated 
by any party feeling, whether political or 
professional. In the third report of the 
naval commissioners, made in the year 
1806, he found most full and valuable 
statements, and with them he entirely 
concurred. He could not but express his 
opinion, without intending to convey any 
offence, that there appeared to exist a 
spirit of favouritism which was not proper 
to be felt in the promotion of such officers, 
and he would instance a case by which 
this idea was supported. The master 
shipwright of Pembroke Dock-yard was, 
in the year 1828, a draughtsman, employed 
in the yard at wages of 5s. per day, and 
he now held his present situation at a 
yearly salary of 600/., having had the 
intermediate office of foreman of the Ply- 
mouth Dock-yard conferred upon him. 
He did not doubt, that he had great talent 
and that he ought to be properly rewarded, 
but it was the principle to which he ob- 
jected, by which men of such a calibre 
were appointed to situations of so much 
importance, over the heads of persons 
who had been compelled to procure 
expensive educations, and who had filled 
laborious offices, their income being only 
2501. a-year. He did not like to mention 
names of any persons, because it might 
operate to their prejudice hereafter, and 
his only object was that means should be 
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taken by which those officers who had 
been educated in the Naval College 
should be properly rewarded for their 
services, The hon. and gallant Member 
was proceeding to move for some other 
returns, when the House was counted 
out. 


Canterbury 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Friday, June 1, 1838. 


MINUTES.} Petitions presented. By the Bishop of Derry, 
from Dromacon, against the present National system of 
Education (Ireland).—By Lord BroveHam, several, for 
the Immediate Abolition of Negro Apprenticeship; from 
Members of the Established Church at Cockermouth, 
praying for a reform in the Church; from the Students 
of the University of Edinburgh, praying for an alteration 
of the Charter of the University; several against further 
Endowments to the Scottish Church; from Cork, against 
the Poor Relief (Ireland) Bill; and from Liverpool, for 
a better system of Education for the Poor.—By the Ear] 
of WINCHILSEA, several, in favour of the Imprisonment 
for Debt Bill.—By the Earl of Ripon, from Inhabitants 
of Birmingham, against granting a Charter of Incorpora- 
tion to that town.—By Lord CarBery, from the Grand 
Jury of the county of Cork, and from several places in 
Ireland, for a speedy settlement of the Tithe question. 


CanTERBURY Fawnatics.] The Earl 
of Winchilsea wished to ask the noble 
Viscount at the head of her Majesty’s 
Government whether he had any objection 
to lay on the table any official communi- 
cation which had been made to Govern- 
ment in respect to the unfortunate and 
insane individual who had recently caused 
so much disturbance, attended with loss 
of life, in Kent? This individual, he be- 
lieved, had been convicted, some years 
ago, of the very gross offence of perjury, 
but, being insane, had been confined in a 
lunatic asylum, but had since been re- 
leased. The question he had now to ask 
of the noble Viscount was, whether any 
recommendation had been made by any 
of the magistrates or gentlemen of the 
county for the release of that person ; for 
he apprehended, on the contrary, that the 
magistrates and gentry of the county were 
unanimous in their conviction of the dan- 
ger of setting him at large ? 

Viscount Melbourne said, that he be- 
lieved it was the case, that the individual 
in question had been sentenced to two or 
three years’ imprisonment, but that, being 
found to be deranged, he was consigned 
to a lunatic asylum, whence he had _ sub- 
sequently been released by the direction 
of the Secretary of State, on the under. 
taking of his family to take care of him 
and restrain the extravagant conduct in 
which he had indulged. He apprehended 
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that his noble Friend, the Secretary of 

State, would have every anxiety to lay on 

the table all the grounds of recommenda. 

tion upon which this had been done. 
Subject dropped. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday, June 1, 1838. 


MrinuTEs.] Petitions presented. By Mr. BRAMSTON, from 
the Clergy of Essex, and by Mr. Estcourt, from the 
Clergy of Wilts, against the alienation of Church Pro- 
perty.—By Mr. CHALMERS, from Montrose, for a reform 
in the Representative system.—By Mr. HINDLEY, from 
the Clergy of Ashton-under-Lyne, against the Beer Act; 
from the Inhabitants of Ashton-under-Lyne, for the Abo- 
lition of Negro Apprenticeship,—By Mr. CRESSWELL, 
from Liverpool, for the reduction of Postage.—By Mr. 
Barnes, from a place in the West Riding of York, for an 
Amendmentof the FactoryBill; from the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Burgesses of the Borough of Leeds, for an Amend- 
ment in the Corporation Act.—By Mr. Sergeant JACKSON, 
from a placein Cavan, against the system of National 
Education in Ireland. 


CanTerBury Fawartics.] Mr. Plump- 
tre wished to inquire of the noble Lord, 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment, whether he had received any 
information of a melancholy and sanguinary 
affray which had taken place near Canter- 
bury? He wished to ask, also, whether 
the individual who was the chief author of 
that affray was not a decided madman ; 
whether he had not been for some time 
confined as such in a lunatic asylum in 
the county of Kent; and by whose author- 
ity that individual had been set at liberty ? 

Lord John Russell, with regard to the 
unfortunate occurrence, could only say, 
that the accounts received at the Home- 
office from the magistrates as well as the 
military authorities, coincided very nearly 
with the public accounts, with which the 
hon. Gentleman was already acquainted. 
With respect to the individual who was 
the chief author of the melancholy occur- 
rence, he was found guilty of perjury in 
the year 1833, at the assizes for the county 
of Kent. It was then said, that he was of 
unsound mind, and he was confined from 
the year 1833 in the lunatic asylum in 
the county of Kent. Towards the latter 
end of the last year his father reported to 
him (Lord John Russell), as Secretary of 
State, that although his son was in some 
degree of unsoundness and flighty, yet 
that he had not been found guilty of any 
criminal act of violence, and the father 
stated that, if released, he would take 
charge of his son. Upon this representa- 
tion, he directed the visiting magistrates 
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to give an account of his state of mind, 
and an account was forwarded from the 
surgeon of the asylum that he certainly 
was still of an unsound mind, fancying 
himself (Sir William Courtenay) a knight 
of Malta, and having other erroneous im- 
pressions ; but there was nothing to show 
that there was anything dangerous or 
malicious in his madness. He had no 
reason to doubt, that the person who was 
his father, and who was represented to 
him as a person of good character, would 
undertake the charge of his son; and on 
his representation, and on his engagement, 
this individual, having been four years 
confined, he gave orders should be set at 
liberty. It appeared, that the father after- 
wards went to the lunatic asylum, and 
instead of taking charge of his son him- 
self, said, that he had authority to have 
his son delivered up to whomsoever he 
might appoint ; and instead of appointing 
a person used to the care of such patients, 
he gave him in charge to a person living 
in the neighbourhood, in the county of 
Kent, of whom there was no reason to 
suppose that he was fit for the charge of 
any man in such acondition. There was 
nothing with which he (Lord John Rus- 
sell) was acquainted in the previous cir- 
cumstances, to induce him to believe, that 
the individual was likely to commit any 
crime of violence; he had been found 
guilty only of perjury, and not of any 
violent assault, or of an attack on an in- 
dividual; and under these circumstances 
he complied with the request of the father. 
It appeared that since his discharge the 
individual had been living in the county 
of Kent, and had been guilty of the acts 
which led to this unfortunate occurrence. 
Sir Hussey Vivian had been applied to 
on this subject by an hon. Friend, a Mem- 
ber of that House, whom he did not then 
see in his place, who stated that he knew 
the individual, and that his family were 
most respectable, and they were very de- 
sirous of having him under their protection, 
They stated, that they were convinced that 
the insanity was only temporary, and the re- 
quest came not only from the father, but 
also from thelwife. The noble Lord had par- 
ticularly guarded himself, by making parti- 
cular inquiries as to the respectability, be- 
fore he acceded to the request, and under 
the conditions as to the charge of his per- 
son, the individual was ultimately released. 
Sir Robert Peel wished to ask whether, 
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which led to the unfortunate collision, the 
magistrates had made any representations 
that this individual was occupied in agita- 
ting the public mind upon this\subject ? 

Lord John Russell replied, that he had 
not received any representation of the 
kind, nor had he received any statement 
till this day. 

Sir Robert Peel: Did not accounts 


reach the noble Lord some days: previ~ 


ously that the individual was occupied in 
agitating the public mind? * 

Lord John Russell: No; no informa- 
tion of any kind had reached me before 
this occurrence, 


Municipat Corporations (IRE- 
LAND).] Lord John Russell moved the 
order of the day for the House to resolve 
itself into a Committee on the Municipal 
Corporations (Ireland) Bill. On the ques- 
tion that the Speaker leave the chair, 

Mr. D’Israeli said, that there was one 
point on which that House had a right to 
expect that it should receive from the 
noble Lord some information. When he 
found, that two powerful and rival parties 
in the State, had effected a compromise—a 
compromise on a subject so important as 
the government of a country, and that 
country so interesting as Ireland, and one 
which was so important a portion of the 
empire—he felt, that it was at least due to 
the House, to their constituents, and to the 
nation at large, that they should be fa- 
voured with a clear, an intelligible, and a 
perfect idea of the principle in favour of 
which this compromise was effected. He 
assumed that such principle was not a 
meaner one than as to what should be the 
manner on which the future and perma- 
nent government of Ireland should be 
carried on; for if he thought, that the 
principle was of a meaner nature, he would 
look only on the compromise as a miserable 
expedient, as an attempt to elude diffi- 
culties against which they must finally 
contend; and that it would only give a 
momentary lull to the storm of political 
agitation which had so long menaced the 
State, instead of that calm which right- 
minded persons of all parties were anxious 
to witness, and that Ireland should enjoy. 


government of such a country, and that 
was, the principle of centralization; and 
for this reason, if for no other, it was, that 
we delegated power from England to 
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which could be trusted to execute that 
power without passion. He was sure that 
such was the principle adopted by the 
right hon. Baronet, and on which alone he 
would consent to govern Ireland; and un- 
less he (Mr. D’[sraeli) were informed, dis- 
tinctly informed, that the noble Lord 
intended to adopt such a principle of 
government, he would most reluctantly 
enter upon a compromise which would not 
benefit Ireland. The noble Lord was 
obliged to adopt such a principle now he 
had the advantage of a stipendiary magis- 
tracy and of a paid police, and he (Mr. 
D’Israeli) thought that there was some in- 
consistency in the noble Lord availing 
himself of a machinery without which he 
could not maintain order, whilst order was 
preserved in England without such ma- 
chinery; and then in the noble Lord 
attempting to assimilate the two systems 
of municipal government, and to give ma- 
gistrates to towns when the noble Lord 
could not trust the rural magistrates with 
the preservation of order. 

The House in Committee. 

On the first Clause, 

Mr. Shaw said, that he wished to move 
an amendment, to unite the two first 
schedules A and B, so as to leave only 
two schedules instead of three, as at pre- 
sent. The first, to contain the towns to 
which corporations were to be given, with 
an uniform 10/. franchise as assessed to 
the poor-rates, and the second to contain 
those towns in which a majority of the 102. 
householders might apply for and obtain a 
charter, and in which, if they did not so 
apply, commissioners were to be ap- 
pointed. His formal amendment to effect 
this object would be, to introduce the word 
“and” in the 13th line after the letter A. 

Lord John Russell wished to say a few 
words to explain his view on the point 
which the right hon. Gentleman adverted 
to the other night. He would not enter 
into the questions which might be dis- 
cussed on particular clauses, nor would 
he enter into the details of the two prin- 
cipal points adverted to by the right hon. 
Gentleman, but he thought that it would 
be most convenient if he were to state his 
view with respect to the two propositions. 
Those two propositions, as he conceived, 
were, to pass a bill giving corporations to 
only eleven cities and boroughs in Ire- 
land, and to leave out the granting of 
corporations to all the places in schedule 
C, giving, however, to them and to other 
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places which had not corporate charters, 
liberty of applying to the Crown, with the 
view of obtainingcharters, thereby abso- 
lutely conferring new and reformed cor- 
porations on eleven cities and. boroughs, 
reserving the power of granting the same 
to others by a different mode, not denying 
corporations to any, but determining that 
these towns might, or might not, on their 
own application, have the same charters. 
The other proposition of the right hon. 
Gentleman regarded the amount of the 
franchise, by which, instead of a division 
of a 101. franchise in some towns, of a 71. 
franchise in others, and a franchise of 51. 
value in all the rest, some thirty in num- — 
ber, the right hon. Gentleman proposed 
that there should be one uniform franchise 
for all corporations constituted by that 
bill, or to be afterwards constituted, pro- 
vided that if a rate to the poor should be 
established by Act of Parliament such rate 
should be the criterion by which the value 
was to be ascertained. With regard to 
the first proposition to which the right 
hon. Gentleman’s present amendment 
more particularly referred, he stated, that 
although he had preferred the bill as it 
stood, to the proposal made by the right 
hon. Gentleman, yet, as the proposition 
contained in the first place an enactment 
that a certain number of the principal 
cities and towns in Ireland should have 
corporations, and, secondly, that the ad- 
ministration of other towns, should, under 
certain conditions, be similarly provided 
for, he did not think the point of differ- 
ence of vast importance, he was content 
to wave it, and he would be glad to see 
the bill in operation. He would, there- 
fore, allow the right hon. Gentleman’s 
proposal in that respect. With regard to 
the other proposition relating to the fran- 
chise, it seemed to the Government, after 
the best consideration which they had 
been enabled to give to the question, that 
an uniform 102. franchise, coupled with 
rating to that amount, would be too high 
a qualification. He was not going to 
argue the whole question then; but he 
only made these observations to facilitate 
their proceedings. Every proposition of 
the right hon. Gentleman, and the grounds 
on which it was placed, must be consi- 
dered in their general operation for the 
establishment of the franchise in munici- 
pal towns, and, without stinting any, they 
ought to be peculiarly anxious to see the 
franchise granted in a manner which 
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should not be offensive or invidious to 
any. They were grounds which, suppos- 
ing the House’ were considering the estab- 
lishment of corporations for Scotland, 
might equally have been considered by 
the right hon. Gentleman as the founda- 
tion of the franchise for that country. 
Therefore, with respect to the mode of 
reasoning adopted by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, he (Lord John Russell) would at 
Once say, that he was ready to follow the 
same mode of reasoning, although he 
came to a different conclusion from him 
with regard to the amount at which the 
franchise ought to be fixed. He did not 
wish to propose any franchise at a sum 
unreasonably low. With regard to all 
the other points upon which the right 
hon. Gentleman had touched, he (Lord 
John Russell) believed, that, hardly with- 
out any exception, when they came to the 
discussion of the amendments that would 
be proposed, there would be no difference 
of opinion between the right hon. Gen- 
tleman and himself. He, therefore hoped 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
opposite would not divide the Committee 
now upon the clause in its present shape, 
on the understanding that the point should 
be reconsidered. Taking the matter one 
way or the other, however, the main point 
of difference that remained with respect 
to the bill was the question of the fran- 
chise. If that question upon discussion 
could be satisfactorily arranged, he was 
not disposed to dispute this point, and he 
thought that they might be able to agree 
generally with respect to the provisions of 
the bill. The right hon. Gentleman, 
therefore, would understand that whatever 
might be the decision at the present mo- 
ment, he (Lord John Russell) considered 
that the discussion of the clause with 
respect to the amount of the franchise 
would be the main discussion on this bill. 
Upon that clause he should be prepared 
to state his views, and wherein he differed 
from the right hon. Gentleman, although 
there was really no difference in principle 
between them. 

Sir Robert Peel agreed that it was a 
matter of indifference, whether they took 
this clause at present or not. Although 
his right hon. and learned Friend nomi- 
nally proposed the omission of schedule 
C, yet it was not for the purpose of 
removing from the bill those towrs that 
stood in that schedule. It was necessary 
to make the proposal on this account, 
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because, of course, they (the Opposition) 
must assume for the sake of argument that 
their principles were admitted. That was 
inevitable. They proposed, that the whole 
eleven towns should have corporations as 
a matter of course ; that it should be obli- 
gatory upon those towns to have them, 
They assumed, also, that the amount of 
the franchise should be 10/. In that case 
it was unnecessary to have two schedules, 
so that what was now called schedule C 
would become part of schedule B. But 
the noble Lord would perceive, that this 
very point would arise in discussing the 
sixth clause, because that clause contained 
the amount of the franchise, and the whole 
of the amendments which he had prepared 
would depend upon the decision come to re- 
specting that clause, resting as they en- 
tirely did upon the question as to what 
should be the amount of the franchise. He 
wished to suggest his amendments in the 
most conciliatory spirit ; yet he was bound 
to state to tre noble Lord, that he did not 
come forward to propose them without 
full consideration, and without a perfect 
determination to abide by them. When 
the question of franchise should arise, he 
intended steadily to adhere to the prin- 
ciple on which he proposed, that the cor- 
porations should be granted. Therefore, 
supposing the House should determine 
that a 5/. franchise should be given in cer- 
tain cases, it would become him to con- 
sider the position in which he should be 
placed, because, in that supposition it 
would evidently be unnecessary for him to 
propose the passing of many subsequent 
amendments, which, in fulfilment of his 
engagement, he had prepared. 

Mr. O'Connell thought, it would be 
more convenient if the Committee were 
made to understand the amendments of 
the right hon. Gentleman more in detail. 
They understood what the principle of the 
right hon. Gentleman was; that it was, 
in fact, contracting the franchise by di- 
minishing the number of voters in Ireland, 
so that, if possible, the same result might 
be obtained after the establishment of the 
corporations, as was obtained now, but 
by a different process; and that they 
might be, if not quite so exclusive as at 
present, yet, in point of fact, still an ex- 
clusive body, and with a power existing 
to make them equally exclusive, if neces- 
sary. The very distinctness with which 
the right hon. Gentleman had announced 
his adherence to the arrangement he pro- 
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posed, showed exactly what the people of 
Ireland had to expect; that was to say, 
that this measure was to be a compromise, 
in which one party would propose it, an- 
other party would not accept it, while the 
third and most important party of all was 
to be left out of consideration altogether. 
That being distinctly the fact, the ques- 
tion was, whether it was worth while to 
consider it at all—whether it was worth 
while to be playing the game of delusion 
any longer. It was melancholy to reflect 
that a measure brought in by the Govern- 
ment, and now pending in the House of 
Lords, and which was founded upon the 
principle of charity and benevolence to- 
wards Ireland, should be made subordinate 
to party views in arrangements affecting 
the civil rights of the people of that coun- 
try; and be made use of as an instrument 
for lessening the extent of the municipal 
franchise. In no country in the world 
could such a thing be done, except with 
respect to Ireland. As far as he under- 
stood what was proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman, it was,that the poor-law should 
be taken as a test, with a view to raise the 
amount of the franchise, and to diminish 
the number of voters both in the counties 
and towns in Ireland. He did not care 
how that object was covered, or by what 
plausible or conciliatory words it was to 
be accomplished. A wise statesman would 
desire that the people of Ireland should 
be received within the pale of the British 
constitution, not for the purpose of domi- 
nation, but for the purpose of being iden- 
tified with the people of England and of 
Scotland. These ought to be the objects 
of a wise and benevolent statesman. It 
was said, that the Catholic Emancipation 
Bill was enacted for that object, and to a 
certain extent, it undoubtedly was. But 
how far did that bill go? It wentso far 
as giving rights and privileges to the 
gentry and upper classes, but at the same 
time, it took away rights and privileges 
from the people, and from the humbler 
classes, by raising the franchise to such 
an amountas placed it beyond their reach. 
These two objects, that of conferring rights 
on the rich, and taking away rights from 
the poor, ought to have had no connec- 
tion. The power of holding seats in the 
Houses of Parliament, of occupying sta- 
tions on the bench, and of holding com- 
missions in the army and navy, were 
koons to the wealthier classes, but the 
people were at the same time struck out 
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of the franchise. Now, what he com- 
plained of was, that the Emancipation 
Bill was accompanied with a severe dimi- 
nution of the rights of the people at large, 
so that it became absolutely necessary for 
them to agitate, without which no public 
rights could ever be obtained. And what 
was it that they were now doing? Eng- 
land and Scotland having had corporate 
reform for years, they were insulting Ire- 
land, and had insulted her over and over 
again, by audaciously refusing togive her 
corporate reform, an insult which could 
be diminished by using gentle and miti- 
gated terms. The black flag, it was true, 
had been taken down, but the people of 
Ireland were now to have a flag hoisted 
against them, which was neither orange 
nor green, but a mixture of both ; and with 
the intent of something being done for them 
things were to be made worse. If it were 
meant to give Ireland corporate reform, 
let it be given as it had been given to 
England and to Scotland. He, for one, 
would not accept a corporate reform bill 
for Ireland upon any ground, but that of 
having a franchise as extensive as England 
and Scotland enjoyed. He did not desire 
more, but he did desire that effectually ; 
and the people of Ireland would not be 
defeated on that point by any dexterity. 
If the House were disposed to give them 
a franchise to the extent he had described, 
then they would be ready to go into the 
question amicably, with a view to a final 
arrangement; but if they would not do 
that, any measure they might adopt would 
have no effect whatever. It would only 
give a certain degree of power to a certain 
proportion of the people of Ireland, which 
would enable the people generally to 
consider it as a paltry instalment and as 
a reason for the further agitation of the 
subject. Let not the right hon. Gentle- 
man propose a 10/. franchise when it was 
really his intention to struggle for a 20/. 
franchise. If his object was to prevent a 
5l. or a 10/. franchise let him avow it 
openly, and let him meet the present pro- 
position fairly and bond fide. 

Sir Robert Peel said, that whatever 
might have been the intention of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman, the evident effect 
of his speech was, to prejudice the future 
discussion, that might arise on the ques- 
tion now before the Committee. The hon, 
and learned Gentleman had stated, that 
he (Sir Robert Peel) had more sternly toe 
vight declared that which he very mildly 
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stated the other night to be his intentions 
with respect to this bill. He (Sir Robert 
Peel) was not aware, that there was any 
particular sternness in the manner in 
which he might state the course he meant 
to pursue, but he was quite sure, that the 
hon. and learned Gentleman must be 
aware, that a person might have a certain 
determination to pursue a_ particular 
course, and yet, anxious to avoid giving 
rise to any party discussion, might state 
his intentions in very mild language. It 
was ‘stated in the bill, that in the eleven 
towns- in which there were to be corpora- 
tions, the constituency should be com- 
posed of those who truly and really held 
tenements of the full yearly value of 104. 
and upwards. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman said, that when it was pro- 
posed, that the franchise should depend 
upon the possession of property of a cer- 
tain clear yearly value, let them distinctly 
understand what that was to be—let 
not a 20/. franchise be constituted under a 
nominal franchise of 107. He (Sir R. 
Peel) agreed with the hon. and learned 
Gentleman on that point. But when they 
told him (Sir R. Peel) that the franchise 
should be limited to those who possessed 
property of the bond fide value of 101. a 
year, he called upon them to make their 
enactments correspond with that declara- 
tion, and give a guarantee, that the fran- 
chise was, as it professed to be in words, 
of the yearly value of 102. and upwards in 
possession. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man had said, that the poor-law proposed for 
Ireland was a very unsatisfactory measure, 
and that we were prejudicing the corpora- 
tions by proposing to take it as a test of 
rating. All that he (Sir Robert Peel) had 
said, of the poor-law was this, that the 
poor-law afforded an unvarying controlling 
check upon the amount of rating, and 
was, therefore, a good test of the bond fide 
nature of the possession on which the 
franchise was to depend. It would, in 
his opinion, be very objectionable to have 
two different principles of rating in the 
same borough. Assuming, for the sake 
of argument, that the poor-law would be 
passed, all that he urged was, that they 
should take a common principle for rating, 
both for the poor, and for ascertaining 
the corporation franchise. Those who 
thought that a 5/. franchise should be 
established would, of course, object to this; 
but those who proposed a 10/. franchise 
(as was proposed by the present bill) 
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could not possibly object to taking the 
tating for the poor as a criterion of the 
municipal franchise. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman said, that this would 
be to perpetuate a monopoly. Surely in 
the eleven towns in Ireland proposed to 
be included in schedule A, it could not be 
said, that the occupation of a 10/. fran- 
chise was a monopoly. He, on the con- 
trary, thought it would give a fair balance 
of interests. At least, that was not his 
object in proposing it. It was his fixed 
determination to adhere to the principle 
he stated the other evening, namely, that 
eleven towns at the franchise of 104. 
should be fixed, instead of seven as pro- 
posed by the noble Lord; and with 
respect to the other towns, he should 
propose to leave the granting of corpora- 
tions to depend upon the application of 
those who were to constitute them. Upon 
this principle he was desirous of bringing 
this question to a satisfactory settlement. 
He hoped that the same spirit would not 
prevail here as had prevailed out of doors. 
It was-clear, that there was a desire on 
the part of some to defeat the settlement 
of this matter. But all the observations, 
that had appeared in the public prints 
with that object, would not in the slightest 
degree affect his own principle which he 
indicated the other evening, and which 
he must say, appeared to give great 
satisfaction to a large proportion of the 
Members of that House. With a steady 
adherence to this principle he intended 
not in the slightest degree to deviate from 
seeking to effect an amicable settlement 
of these questions. He should persevere 
in the earnest wish to bring them to an 
amicable arrangement, and he should be 
very much surprised, if persevering in that 
conciliatory and steady course, he should 
fail. Should the attempt, however, on 
his part fail, he very much doubted, 
whether he should not stand acquitted in 
the eyes of those who were anxious to see 
a suspension of that agitation in Ireland 
which had prevented the satisfactory ad- 
justment of so many questions affecting 
the well governing of that country. 

Mr. O'Connell said, that from the last 
sentiment of the right hon. Baronet he 
totally differed. The right hon. Baronet 
knew that Ireland never got anything but 
by agitation, and there was no better 
witness of that fact than the right hon. 
Baronet himself. It was not from con- 
viction, or reason, or judgment, or an 
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opinion of his own, that the people of 
Ireland had a right to emancipation, that 
he consented to it; but he yielded ob- 
viously to agitation, and he did wisely: 
he, therefore, was the last person who 
ought to stigmatise agitation. But the 
question now was, not whether in words 
-—for in words the right hon. Baronet 
really stood by his former statement of his 
intentions — but the real question was 
whether in reality it was intended to fix 
the franchise at the sum nominally men- 
tioned. The only question between him 
(Mr. O’Connell) and the right hon. 
Baronet was as to the value. He would 
give an instance. In the town of Belfast 
the franchise depended on the value as 
rated. There were persons sworn to set 
a just value upon the houses, and yet those 
valuers came before the fictitious votes 
committee, and declared that houses 
which they had themselves valued at &/. 
might have been most safely taken at 10J. 
value. Every man, therefore, rated at 8/. 
was shut out of the franchise. That was 
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exactly the question at present; and it 
was quile right that they should know 
how far they were likely to agree upon 
this point with the right hon, Baronet. 
He never could consent to any one man 
being deprived by any species of dexterity 


of the franchise, or by voluntarily avoiding 
to pay what he ought to pay, and thereby 
release himself of the exercise of the 
franchise. 

Lord John Russell begged to suggest 
that as this point would again come under 
discussion when the right hon. Baronet 
should propose his amendment in clause 
6, the present conversation had better 
terminate. 

Sir Edward Sugden wished to ask the 
hon. and learned Member for Dublin what 
test of qualification he would himself 
suggest ? 

Mr. O’Connell would answer that ques- 
tion at once. He would take the value 
as it was ascertained under the Parlia- 
mentary Reform Act for towns and 
boroughs, but not for counties; for them 
there must be a valuation. The test he 
proposed was perfect in its nature. No 
man would pay 10/. for a tenement which 
was not worth it. Where the rent was 
less than 10/. they would have to ascertain 
whether any fine were given by the tenant, 
which they would add to the rent at the 
rate of ten percent. If there had been 
no fine given, then they would have to 
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inquire whether there had been any im- 
provements which would induce a solvent 
tenant to give 10/. a-year for the house as 
it stood. These were the tests now. 
But the test the right hon. Baronet 
proposed would altogether change this; 
and he (Mr. O’Connell), when the period 
for discussing the point came, would show 
that there would be but little reliance to 
be placed upon the rating under a poor- 
law bill. 

Sir Edward Sugden said, if the real 
value of the premises was 10/. a-year, that 
would be the amount at which it would be 
rated, and must be abided by. 

Lord Granville Somerset said, that 
having attended to a great number of 
cases, he had come to the conclusion that 
nothing could be more unsatisfactory than 
the criterion of value as established before 
the revising barristers, It was important 
that a certainty of a just valuation should 
be procured, and he saw no better plan 
than one in which the parties them- 
selves were interested, by the payment of 
rates, and he must express his belief, that 
the success of any other would be 
hopeless. 

Mr. O’Conneli: It was easy to under- 
stand that this was a mere struggle to in- 
crease the amount of the franchise, and 
why not admit it at once? It was even 
yet to be ultimately decided what was to 
be the rating under the poor-law, and it 
would be better to postpone this subject 
at once than go on in the dark? Was it 
intended that the franchise for the burgess 
roll should be higher than the parlia- 
mentary franchise ? 

Sir Robert Peel would read the amend- 
ment which he proposed to move, and 
then the hon. and learned Member would 
understand what was intended. The hon. 
and learned Member said, ‘“‘ What is the 
use in going on with this discussion ?” 
Now, if he (Sir Robert Peel) were to have 
proposed the postponement of this measure 
until the poor-law had passed, what would 
have been at once said? That he wanted 
to postpone in order to delay the granting 
of the privileges to Ireland. He was de- 
termined, therefore, to offer no obstruction 
to its going on regularly, and to frame his 
amendment on the assumption of the 
passing of the poor-law; and in the event 
of that bill being thrown out, to look for 
some other test of value. It would be to 
the effect that every man of full age occu- 
pying any house, warehouse, counting-~ 
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house, office, or shop, which either “ sepa- 
rately or jointly, with any land within such 
borough, occupied therewith by him as 
tenant under the same landlord, or occu- 
pied by him therewith as owner, and shall 
in respect of the said premises be assessed 
under any act for the relief of the poor in 
Ireland, to poor-rate as for premises of the 
yearly value of 10/. or upwards, made on 
an estimate of the net annual value of the 
same premises,” &c. 

Mr. O'Connell: Did the right hon. 
Baronet intend that the franchise should 
be higher or lower than the parliamentary 
franchise ? 

Sir Robert Peel wished to prevent the 
fictitious votes; and if any person im- 
properly obtained possession of the fran- 
chise, it would be higher, while, on the 
contrary, if the premises of the voter were 
of the true yearly value required, it would 
be lower; and his object was, to take satis- 
factory means of ascertaining the real 
value. If the rating of the voter, then, 
was too high, he meant to give him an 
interest in procuring its diminution, but if 
too low to give him an interest in having 
his rate increased, and so to give him the 
means of enjoying his full franchise. <A 
controlling check would thus be furnished 


Municipal Corporations 


which would effectually act on both sides. 
Mr. O’Connell: The right hon. Ba- 
ronet would have answered his question 


directly if it had suited his purpose. He 
would pledge himself to show, that the 
franchise which the right hon. Baronet 
intended to introduce was not such a one 
as was proper, or such as would be 
adopted ; and that a person who held the 
Parliamentary franchise, being a holder of 
premises of the yearly value of 101., 
would not be permitted to vote under it. 
Then it was said, that it must be ‘ paid 
by the tenant.” So that although the 
landlord should pay the costs of repairs 
and other matters, the tenant should not 
have the value of it. Then, who was to 
calculate the value of therepairs? Let it 
be avowed, therefore, that it was intended 
to make the franchise above 102. It 
must be a net annual value above the 
poor-rate itself, taxes and all repairs done, 
and not only on one year, but on an 
average of years. So that it was evident 
the intention was to curtail the privileges 
of the poorer classes. 

Mr. Brotherton remarked, that there 
was another objection to the amendment 
of the right hon. Baronet, which was, 
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that the tenant was required to hold all 
the premises under the same landlord. 
Now, it might happen that he held pre- . 
mises of the yearly value of 9/. under one 
landlord, and of the like yearly value 
under another landlord, and yet he would 
not be entitled to a vote. 

Sir W. Follett said, he was not aware 
that any test of value could be discovered 
so good as that which would be estab- 
lished by rating under the Poor-law Act. 
The hon. and learned Member for Dublin 
had said, that they were going to intro- 
duce a different franchise from that which 
was obtained on a 10/, yearly value, and 
he said, that the Parliamentary franchise 
was obtained on a qualification of a house 
for which a rent of 102. a-year was paid. 
No doubt such a qualification would be 
good either for the Parliamentary or the 
municipal franchise; but the hon. and 
learned Gentleman knew very well that 
that was not the value which was con- 
tended for, and he must know, that the 
real test was not the rent which the house 
would fetch, but what the tenant was able 
or willing to swear the house was worth. 
Did the hon. and learned Gentleman 
mean to say, that it had not been con- 
tended, and successfully coutended, that 
the true test of value was not the rent 
which was paid, but that if any person 
occupying the premises could make them 
worth 10/. a-year to himself by any trade 
which he carried on there, he was entitled 
to the franchise? He would tell the hon. 
and learned Gentleman a case which had 
occurred in his own experience, which 
was now reported by Messrs. Cockburn 
and Rowe, and this not relating to the 
question of a beneficial interest in a 
county, but in the borough of Clonmel. 
He had the book there, as he did not like 
to trust to his own memory only. In the 
case to which he referred at Clonmel, 
eighty persons claimed the right to vote as 
10/. householders, and to be put on the 
register in that capacity. What sort of 
premises did these applicants occupy ? 
Cellars under ground, and parts of houses 
in different parts of the town. In the 
town of Clonmel there was a rate for the 
borough improvement, and certain persons 
appointed to value the houses for this rate 
were called as witnesses before the Com- 
mittee, and stated, that they had made a 
valuation of these houses for the rate. 
They stated, that they took the improved 
rent, and what they supposed the houses 
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would fairly let for. They exhibited the 
lists of these valuations, by which it ap- 
peared, that of the entire houses only one 
was rated at a valuation of 6/. a-year, and 
all the others were rated at 5/. a-year or 
under. The whole houses were, most of 
them, rated at less than 5/. a-year, and 
therefore it would have been incorrect to 
put upon the register even the whole 
houses. What should he say, then, of the 
parts of houses which these persons occu- 
pied? The voters, on being examined, 
were asked, whether their houses were 
worth 10/. a-year? Their invariable 
answer was, “They are soto me.” And 
the barrister thought this answer sufficient, 
though it appeared that in this estimate 
were included their own savings by their 
various callings, together with those of 
their wives, such as rearing of pheasants 
and selling eggs. The barrister refused to 
put any question as to the amount of the 
rent which they paid, or which the pre- 
mises would let for, declaring that no 
person could be so good a judge of the 
value of the premises as the person who 
occupied them. And the barrister further 
declared that, when the voter had taken 
his oath as to the value, it was not for 
him to refuse to register him. He asked, 


whether they would now continue such a 


system of ascertaining value? The hon. 
and learned Member for Dublin said, that 
the meaning of “houses of 10/. yearly 
value” should be interpreted by the 
amount of rent paid. Why, it was by 
that specics of interpretation that these 
eighty persons were allowed to remain at 
Clonmel upon the register, and that the 
Member whom they succeeded in unduly 
returning, was allowed to retain his seat in 
that House for a considerable period. 
The hon. and learned Member had spoken 
of the ambiguity of the term “ beneficial 
interest ;” but he contended that this 
system was suffered to exist not in the 
counties only, where the beneficial interest 
came into operation, but in the boroughs, 
The parties had but to swear that the pre- 
mises were worth so much to them. The 
effect of this was little short of con- 
ceding universal suffrage, and universal 
suffrage in the worst possible mode, be- 
cause it was accompanied by an encou- 
ragement to the most extensive system 
of perjury. Upon this subject he had 
the authority of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, the Member for Dublin him- 
self, When that learned Member was 
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examined before the committee of the 
House of Lords on the subject of getting 
rid of the 40s. freeholders, what did 
he recommend. Of the question and 
answer he had taken a copy, and they 
were as follow :—‘ Do you think that 
the raising of the qualification to 104. 
would be productive of great benefit in 
Ireland ?” To which the hon. and learned 
Gentleman replied—“ It would, in my 
humble judgment, be of no small benefit, 
if you could get rid of any portion of the 
perjury which exists at present, and it 
would be the commencement of what we 
want very much in Ireland—a substantial 
yeomanry.” The hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman was then of opinion, that it would 
be an improvement to raise the franchise 
in Ireland. He asked the hon. and learned 
Gentleman to support the same test of 
value in the bill which was now before the 
House—to apply the same test with a 
view to prevent the recurrence of that 
perjury. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man asked why, in establishing the muni- 
cipal qualification, would they deal dif- 
ferently with Ireland from either England 
or Scotland ? He must recollect, however, 
that the franchise proposed by this bill 
was not the same as in the‘two other 
countries. In Scotland the franchise was 
conceded tothe 10/. householders, without 
distinction. In England it was given to 
persons paying the rates generally for a 
period of three years. In England there 
was no qualification with respect to value. 
In Ireland they proposed to introduce the 
same franchise as in Scotland, but he 
asked them not to introduce it colourably 
into their bill, and, at the same time, ex- 
tend the franchise in a way which was not 
proposed by the bill. All he asked of 
them was, to carry their proposition fairly 
into effect. As an illustration of this 
subject, he would refer to the bill intro- 
duced by the right hon. Gentleman, the 
Attorney-General for Ireland, and the 
noble Lord, the Secretary for Ireland, on 
the subject of the registration of votes in 
Ireland. That bill first set aside the deci- 
sions of the judges in that country, and 
next, it declared the law. He should be, 
probably, told that the mode of estimating 
the value by what it was worth to the 
claimant, as at Clonmel, was not legal, 
and that this would be set right. Why, 
the judges of Ireland had already said 
so; but their opinion was not acted on in 
many instances, ‘ Besides, it should be 
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recollected that the persons to place th e 
parties on the register were the mayor and 
assessor of the town. He might fairly 
assume, therefore, that a person putting 
forth such a fraudulent claim might, as 
heretofore, in the instance of Clonmel, be 
placed on the burgess roll, and that the 
evil would, unless some substantial change 
were introduced, be suffered still to con- 
tinue. Was not his right hon. Friend 
near him, therefore, right in insisting upon 
the establishment of some test of the 
bond jide possession of the franchise ? 
The bill to which he had referred, for the 
registration of voters in Ireland, said :— 
« And be it declared and enacted, that in 
determining whether any premises in re- 
spect of which any person shall claim to 
register (it was exactly the same thing in 
boroughs as in counties) are of the said 
yearly value of 10/., such value shall be 
estimated according to the beneficial in- 
terest of the person so claiming to register 
out of the said premises, calculating such 
interest to be the profit or advantage de- 
rived by such person from such premises, 
or by means thereof.” ‘They were about, 
therefore, to give the sanction of an Act 
of Parliament to the mode of estimating 
the value which had been put so fraudu- 
lently into practice at Cionmel. The 
clause from which he had read went on to 
state, that ‘‘ the same should not be cal- 
culated according to the rent which a 
solvent tenant could afford to pay for the 
same over and above any rates or other 
expenses to which the premises were 
liable.” So that that which the hon. and 
learned Member for Dublin had stated just 
now to be the proper mode of estimating 
the value was not to be adopted at all. The 
clause, he must observe, was not confined 
to counties, but extended to boroughs. 
The “ profit” and not the “ rent,” was 
distinctly declared to be the mode of esti- 
mating the qualification. Was that clause 
introduced into the bill with the sanction 
of the Government? And if so, he would 
ask whether hon. Members at his side of 
the House would consent to a bill con- 
ceding the 10/. franchise, which would 
give validity and legality to that mode of 
estimating the yearly value which he had 
already read to the House? The hon. and 
learned Member had, in a former debate, 
alluded to the freemen of Dublin. Now, 
there were clauses in this bill which made 
him believe, that they had been introduced 
by some person with the express object of 
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disfranchising the freemen of Dublin. 
Those clauses were directed expressly to 
their disfranchisement, and he wanted to 
know whether that also was done by the 
sanction of Government? If that bill had 
passed, the clause to which he had re- 
ferred for ascertaining the value would 
apply equally to the municipal franchise. 
[Mr. O’Connell: What is the number of 
the clause ?]. Clause 37. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman further stated, that the 
object of the opposition was to raise the 
franchise. Now, that was not their in- 
tention. What they desired was to have 
an accurate test of the yearly value of 10J. 
In England the annual value was easily 
ascertained by discovering through a com- 
petent witness what the house would let 
for annually, and taking into consideration 
the amount of rates and taxes. But there 
were no parliamentary taxes imposed upon 
tenants in Ireland—no assessed or window 
taxes. He understood the present propo- 
sition to be, that the franchise should be 
confined to persons occupying houses 
of the clear yearly value of 10/.; and 
if so, the poor-rate was in Ireland, as in 
England, the safest test that could be 
applied. Why, in this very bill, which 
had been introduced by her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment, when they wanted to apply a 
test, they had actually taken the test 
which was now proposed. In page 21 in 
the bill, when they required a qualification 
for mayor, aldermen, and councillors, it 
was stated, that they should have “ occu- 
pied for the twelve months preceding a 
house of the yearly value of 20/., situated 
in the borough;” but that if a rate should 
be imposed on the borough, the words 
“rated as being of the value of 201.” 
should be inserted instead of the words 
“of the yearly value of 202.” It was here, 
therefore, clearly admitted, that the rating 
was the clearest test of annual value. - 
With regard to the hon. and learned 
Gentleman’s evidence before the Com- 
mittee of the House of Lords, upon the 
subject of taking away the-encouragement 
to perjury, he trusted the hon. and learned 
Gentleman would pardon him for being 
now of the same opinion. He was not 
afraid to avow that he did not at all think 
an extension of the elective franchise in 
Ireland would tend to increase the pros- 
perity of the people of that country. His 
belief was, that the mode in which the 
franchise was exercised tended rather to 
destroy their happiness than to promote 
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it. If, instead of exposing them to the 
influence of that agitation of which the 
hon. and learned Gentleman seemed to 
be so fond, their energies were to receive a 
different direction—if their endeavour to 
rival the people of England and Scotland 
were confined to useful objects, to agricul- 
tural improvements, to manufactures, and 
to commerce, it would be much better 
than, under the pretence of confining the 
franchise to bond fide 10/. householders, 
fraudulently to extend it to others. Ac- 
tuated by a strong desire to prevent this 
bill from going forth into Ireland without 
the establishment of some genuine test of 
value, he should give his cordial support 
to the amendment of his right hon. Friend. 

Mr. O’Connell did not think, great as 
were the talents of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, that he could persuade that 
side of the House to sanction the franchise 
being altered in such a way as was so much 
desired by the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man and his party. He did not mean to 
say, that where the rent was less than 10/. 
a year, that the person should be entitled 
to vote. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man had availed himself of the Clonmel 
case in 1832. In that case, he admitted, 


that the registering barrister had carelessly 


allowed a number of persons, who were not 
entitled to havetheir names placed on the re- 
gister. That was a case where persons were 
placed on the register, who did not pay 10/.a 
year. He had no objection to taking a 100. 
franchise; but if they adopted this amend- 
ment, the effect would be, that a man 
paying 102. a year rent, might not be al- 
lowed to be on the municipal register. 
The hon. and Jearned Gentleman had 
quoted from his (Mr. O’Connell’s) evi- 
dence; it was, he supposed, too much to 
expect, that he could on any occasion be 
fairly quoted. He then said, that all that 
was requisite to be placed on the register 
as a forty-shilling freeholder was, that the 
claimant went before a magistrate and 
swore, that he was possessed of a bond fide 
interest in a property tothat amount. No 
corroborative evidence was required ; and 
the oath of the individual himself was 
sufficient toenable him to vote. This led 
to the grossest perjury, but the origi- 
nators of it were the aristocracy, who were 
anxious to multiply the number of voters 
on their estates, with the view of increas- 
ing their Parliamentary interest. The 
original proposition relative to the forty- 
shilling freeholders, was opposed by the 
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Catholics in 1793, for they wished to have 
a five-pound franchise. In hearing, how- 
ever, from the other side such alarm ex- 
pressed, lest any poor persons should be 
placed on the register, who were not pos- 
sessed of this bond fide franchise, it was 
remarkable, that one class of poor voters 
constantly escaped the malediction of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. Hon. Gentlemen 
seemed to have no objection to the free- 
men who were poor voters, because they 
were purchasable voters. He believed, 
that not less than from 800,000/. to 
1,000,000/. was expended in corrupting 
them. This was openly and boldly avowed 
by that body. The object of the present 
motion clearly was, to sneer at Ireland, by 
enhancing the franchise as much as pos- 
sible, and by telling the people of that 
country they must not be put on an 
equality with Englishmen and Scotch- 
men, He did not admit anything of su- 
periority in the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man over the people of Ireland. ° England 
was peaceable, because there was an iden- 
tity of feeling between the people and the 
Government, and Ireland was in a dis- 
turbed state, because the Government had 
been always identified with a party. He 
admitted the brilliant talents of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman, and no doubt 
from the possession of these, he had a high 
right to power; and if the franchise in 
Ireland was restricted to the extent that 
Gentlemen opposite desired, the hon. and 
learned Member might now be in posses- 
sion of that power. He regretted, that 
the learned Gentleman should have joined 
the ranks opposite, for it should ever be 
the province of true genius to join the 
oppressed, 

Lord John Russell: The hon. and 
learned Member for Exeter maintained, 
that they could not have a 10/. franchise, 
unless accompanied by a rate to that 
amount, without the perpetration of a 
great many frands and evasions of the 
Act of Parliament. He wished to put it 
to the hon. and learned Gentleman, what 
would be the effect, if they adopted the 
suggestion of the right hon. Baronet. 
They had a 10. franchise in the mu- 
nicipal corporations in Scotland. With 
regard to England, there was a con- 
tinued duration of residence required, but 
no particular value was to be set on a 
house. It was not necessary that a per- 
son should occupy a house of any par- 
ticular value, but he must pay rates, and 
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have paid them for a certain period. Un- 
der the Scotch Municipai Act a burgess 
must occupy a house of particular value, 
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without the test of paying poor or other: 


rate. The English burgess, therefore, 
might vote without any restriction as to 
the value of his house, and it was imma- 
terial whether it was 10/. 61. or 51. a-year. 
It was, however, proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman with respect to Ireland, that 
they should have the Scotch restriction 
with respect to value, and the English re- 
striction with respect to poor-rates. Now, 
although he might find fault with the 
franchise as it stood, he did think, that in 
establishing municipal corporations in Ire- 
land there would be considerable inconve- 
nience in having these double restrictions. 
It appeared to him, that when they estab- 
lished municipal corporations they should 
say, that all those who were most inter- 
ested in the peace and order of the place 
should be entitled to the franchise, and 
therefore he thought, that the franchise 
proposed in the bill was preferable to that 
recommended by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. It appeared to him, that the great 
objection to the right hon. Gentleman's 
proposition was, that it would imply, that 
this bill could not come into operation 
until a system of poor-laws was estab- 
lished, and not merely poor-laws, but that 
unions should be established in those dis- 
tricts in which the municipal corporations 
should happen to be situated. He did 
not see how the borough rates could be 
enforced, until they became a regularly 
elected body. It was said, that he did 
not consider the 10/. franchise too high, 
for he had proposed it in the first instance. 
Now, he thought, that it was only reason- 
able to say, take the 10/. franchise pro- 
posed in the bill until poor-rates are es- 
tablished in towns, and when poor-rates 
were established they might adopt the 
English principle and enact, that after re- 
sidence and occupancy of a house for a 
certain period, and after being rated for 
the poor-rates, a right of voting should be 
conferred ; or perhaps it would be better, 
that they should have in Ireland a rental 
of 5/. and the payment of poor-rates. By 
these means they would have a body of 
voters in the cities and boroughs deeply 
interested in promoting the interests of 
such boroughs and cities as well as of the 
country generally. He would put it to 
Gentlemen opposite to say, whether the 
bill was or was not to come into operation 
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land. 

Mr. Shaw observed, that it did not ap- 
pear to him, that his right hon. Friend 
wished to limit the franchise: all that he 
required was, that it should not be ex- 
tended to those who were not bond fide 10I. 
householders. 

Mr. Sheil said, it would not be denied, 
that the effect of the proposed plan would 
be to raise the franchise beyond the Par- 
liamentary franchise, and the motive of 
this obviously was, that an opportunity 
might be given of raising at a future time 
the Parliamentary franchise to the same 
standard, and this it was, that induced him 
(Mr. Sheil) and those who thought with 
him to oppose that plan. In the three 
last years, during which hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had so vehemently protested 
against all municipal reform in Ireland, 
many thousand additional freemen had 
been created there. If these were to be 
kept up, which he supposed was intended, 
then it was essential for the protection of 
the people’s rights and liberties, that the 
power of these freemen should be counter- 
balanced by that of a body of burgesses 
chosen under a moderate franchise. The 
only reason for restricting the franchise in 
this manner was, that the majority of the 
population of Ireland was Roman Catholic, 
but he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would not persevere in it. 

Sir R. Peel felt altogether disposed with 
the noble Lord (Lord J. Russell) to discuss 
this measure simply as a question relating 
to the local good Government of Ireland ; 
but the hon. and learned Gentleman (Mr. 
Sheil) thought he perceived in the amend- 
ment a lurking desire to humiliate the 
Roman Catholics of Ireland. Now the 
proposal in the bill was, that the franchise 
should depend on the possession of a 
house of the full and real value of 102, 
and the humiliating proposal was the test 
of qualification. That was urged as an 
insult to Roman Catholics, and all the 
return he got for what the hon. and 
learned Gentleman called his honest and 
fair attempt to settle this great question. 
The difficulties on both sides should be 
looked at. These corporations were not 
originally instituted for the purposes of 
local government, but such at least as 
were founded in the reign of James Ist to 
confirm and strengthen the Protestant 
interests. His first proposal, was, that 
they should be abolished, but that had the 
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effect of wounding the feelings of national 
pride, anc therefore, he avowed, that 
so soon as he could get security for what 
he considered an essential interest by the 
exclusion of the appropriation clause, 
he should be ready to consider the 
terms on which a satisfactory adjustment 
could take place. Really some deference 
was due to the feelings on both sides, if 
there were two sides on this question ; and 
he did not think it an unreasonable pro- 
posal, the noble Lord himself suggesting 
a 10/. franchise, to provide that the quali- 
fication should be a bond fide one. Would 
the country think that an unreasonable 
demand? He took the eleven largest 
towns in Ireland, all containing a popu- 
lation above 15,000, and assuming the 
principle that corporations were desirable 
gave the inhabitants no option with regard 
to their establishment; and with respect 
to the other seven, he insisted, that the 
franchise should be a bond fide qualifi- 
cation founded on the poor-rate. Then 


it was asked, would they have dared to 
make such a proposal with regard to Scot- 
land? Why, they did treat Ireland on 
as favourable a system as Scotland. Had 
the same abuses existed in Scotland as had 
been proved with respect to Ireland? 


Was there any case such as Clonmel 
among the Scotch corporations? He said 
this without any reflection on Ireland. 
The evil was in the law; the people 
would naturally avail themselves of it, 
unless effectual precautions were adopted. 
The noble Lord said, he would admit as 
many corporators as possible; but if 
applying the Scotch principle in Jedburgh 
out of a population of 3,300, the noble 
Lord was satisfied with 169 corporate 
electors—if in Lanark, with a population 
of 4,300, he was satisfied with 156 
electors—if in Peterhead, having 5,112 
inhabitants, with 170 electors—if the 
noble Lord, satisfied with the law existing 
there, brought in a bill to extend the fran- 
chise to 5/. but leaving every town un- 
touched having upwards of 100 10J. 
electors, he (Sir R. Peel) might as well 
think of inflaming the national feelings of 
Scotchmen by pointing to this as an insult, 
as it would be forthe hon. and learned 
Gentleman to say, that his (Sir R. Peel’s) 
proposition was one of indignity and con- 
tempt for the Irish people. He had said 
all along, that he only attached importance 
to the poor-law because it would furnish 
a proper test of qualification; so far from 
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entertaining any wish to postpone this 
measure, he thought this was a most 
favourable time and the sooner the cor- 
porations were established, the better. 
He had the greatest satisfaction in defer- 
ring to the national feeling, whether in 
England or Ireland, provided no im- 
portant interests were thereby committed. 
But it was of the utmost importance, not 
for party purposes, but for the sake of 
good local government, that they should 
not adopt the suggestion of a defective 
test of value in the first instance. There 
could be no greater evil than to prescribe 
an ineffectual test. It would open the 
door to fraud, it would encourage perjury 
and present temptations too strong to be 
resisted by those who would make a push 
to get the corporations into their hands at 
first, and defy all future regulation. He 
did‘not‘see what should prevent the making 
of arate forthwith, to afford the requisite 
test of qualification in all those towns in 
which it was impossible to establish cor- 
porations, It was not his fault, that this 
bill was discussed before the poor-law bill 
had passed the other House; if he had 
proposed to delay its consideration in 
Committee until they knew the fate of that 
measure, it would have been said, that he 
wished to postpone it until it would be too 
late to pass it during the present Session. 
But, without taking hypothetical cases, he 
was obliged to frame his amendment on the 
assumption, that the poor-law bill would 
become law; and to the principle of his 
proposition of a bond fide 10. corporate 
franchise he should adhere, because look- 
ing to all the considerations connected 
with this question, and the considerable 
concessions it involved on the one hand, 
he did not think onthe other, that it 
could be considered other than a perfectly 
reasonable and just demand for the pur- 
pose of securing good local government in 
Ireland. 

Lord John Russell thought it very likely 
that the Poor-law Bill might become an 
Act of Parliament ; but if it did not pass, 
they might then discuss some other mode 
by which this bill might be carried into 
operation as to the nature of rating, with- 
out the Poor-law Bill. As to the amount 
of rating, his opinion was, that as an uni- 
form franchise for all the other towns, as 
well as the eleven, a 5/ franchise would 
be better. He should, therefore, when they 
came to fill up the blank, propose 5i. in- 
stead of 10/., not objecting, however, tg 
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the right hon, Gentleman’s words in other 
respects. 

The Committee divided on Sir R. Peel’s 
Amerdment that the qualification be 101. 
with rating :—Ayes 111; Noes 137: Ma- 


jority 26. 


Lord John Russell moved to fill up the 
blank with the words “ five pounds.” 

Sir Robert Peel said, that the noble 
Lord having succeeded in negativing the 
amendment, he had proposed, he did not 
mean to take the sense of the House on 
the noble Lord’s proposal to fill up the 
blank with 5/., because his doing so would 
appear to imply that he would be satisfied 
with something less than 10/. He felt 
himself called on to repeat what he did, 
in perfect good humour, that he for one 
would not give his consent to any pro- 
posal for reducing the amount. The 
whole of the amendments he had pro- 
posed were founded on the assumption 
that his proposal would be acceded to; 
but he was very little encouraged to pro- 
ceed when the only one he had proposed 
had this unfortunate result. What were 
the facts? He found in schedules A and 
B eleven towns, in seven of which the 
noble Lord proposed to establish a fran- 
chise of 10/. He found it enacted in the 
bill that the person entitled to vote should 
be ‘‘ truly,” and not only “truly,” but 
‘really possessed of property of the full 
yearly value of 10/. and upwards.” He 
had now lost that which he had in hand, 
the 10/. franchise—the full yearly value 
of 10/.—and he found in its place a 5. 
franchise, estimated by the principle of 
rating. It was quite clear, then, that, 
after all, they were to have no security 
whatever, that the franchise was to be 
really and truly of the yearly value of 
10/.; on the contrary, it was now evident 
that they were to have nothing better than 
a 5l. franchise. He was sorry that this 
important point had been determined in a 
House comparatively few in numbers. 
Under all the circumstances, he did not 
see that the slightest advantage would 
be likely to result from his proceeding 
with the details of the bill in Committee, 
but he should reserve to himself the 
power, in order that he might lay before 
the House the whole of his amendments, 
and enable it to form a clear conception 
of his whole scheme of taking another 
division on this question on the bringing 
up of the report. 

Lord John Russell said, the right hon, 
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Gentleman stated, that the only proposal 
he had made had met with an unfortu- 
nate result, he (Lord John Russell) must 
explain what it was that he had already 
declared his readiness to agree to. Putting 
aside various propositions, to which he 
said he thought there would be no objec- 
tion, the state of the bill on its introduc 
tion was this:— There were forty-seven 
boroughs to which corporations were to be 
extended according to this model, in seven 
of which there was to be the 10J. fran- 
chise, without any rating; and in the 
other forty the franchise was to be 51., 
likewise without rating. The right hon. 
Gentleman proposed, that one uniform 
scale of voting for all the boroughs should 
be adopted; that only eleven of those in 
the schedule of the bill were to have cor- 
porations extended to them; and that 
with regard to all the rest, it was to be a 
question of application and of grant. 
Thus the uniform franchise was to be 102., 
with the addition of the rating. He 
agreed that eleven should be the number 
out of the forty-seven which should be in 
the bill as towns to which corporations 
should be absolutely given. He agreed 
likewise that the test of rating should be 
applied; but said if that test was added 
it would require, as could be shown by a 
reference to the Poor-law Bill, an increased 
value of the House to confer the right of 
voting ; therefore he would have the 5/. 
franchise given by the bill to the whole of 
the forty towns, and not the 10/. given to 
the seven towns. Whether the proposi- 
tion of the right hon. Baronet was a better 
one than his, or not, was for the House 
to determine. He thought he had shown 
no indisposition whatever to entertain a 
reasonable proposition when he said, that 
out of forty-seven towns contained in the 
bill he would give up all except eleven, 
and as to the franchise he would consent 
to introduce the principle of rating; but 
he asked to have the franchise what he 
had proposed for the larger number of 
towns, and not that which he had pro- 
posed for the seven towns in Ireland. 
This, he thought, showed that they were 
prepared to make great alterations in the 
bill on the right hon. Gentleman’s sug. 
gestion. It did appear to him, that the 
amendment he had proposed was a fair 
and reasonable amendment, that it was in 
conformity with the spirit of the bill, and 
that it would tend to make this bill work 
more bepeficially in Ireland ; he regretted, 
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therefore, the determination the right hon. 
Gentleman had come to, and he did not 
think it called for, with regard to the prin- 
ciples on which he said he was prepared 
to accede to the measure. 

Sir Robert Peel stated from the first, 
that a ten-pound franchise, considering 
all the concessions that accompanied it, 
appeared to him a just and reasonable 
franchise, if it were estimated by the 
rating; and he never led any one to sup- 
pose that with any thing less than that, he 
should be satisfied. The whole of the 
amendments he had prepared were framed 
under an impression that his proposition 
would be accepted. He would now say, 
without the slightest ill-humour, that he 
was not prepared to throw up the whole 
consideration of the question; but on 
the bringing up of the report he would 
again submit his amendments to the 
House. 

Mr. O’ Connell said, that no man ought 
to be better tempered than he was at this 
moment, having completely succeeded in 
the object which he had in view. The 
cause of his good humour was this—an 
attempt was made to saddle on Ireland 
the franchise of Scotland, which would 
have been fair if taken by itself, but the 


burden of England was to be added. 

Mr. Baines understood from the right 
hon. Baronet, the Member for Tamworth, 
and his Friend, that they proposed to give 
the municipal privilege to the same extent 


in Ireland as in England. Now he would 
state a fact to show that if the 102. quali- 
fication was established in order to confer 
a right of voting at municipal elections in 
Ireland, it would reduce the municipal 
electors to less than one fourth the num- 
ber that enjoyed the same privilege in 
England on a comparison of population. 
In Dublin the number of municipal elec- 
tors with a 10J, qualification would not 
amount to more than 6,000, though the 
population of that city was nearly 
300,000, while, from a petition which he 
(Mr. Baines) had this day laid upon the 
table of that House, it appeared that the 
number of municipal electors upon the 
register in the borough of Leeds, would 
this year be 25,000, although the popula- 
tion of that borough, at the taking of the 
last census, amounted to little more than 
120,000 souls. The difference showed 
that if the 51. qualification were adopted 
in Ireland, as proposed by the noble Lord 
at the head of the Home Department, the 
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number of municipal electors in the Irish 
corporations would still be far short of the 
number in the English corporations. 

The words “five pounds” were then 


inserted. 


House resumed ; Committee to sit again, 


List of the Ayes on Sir Robert Peel’s 
Amendment. 


Arbuthnot, hon. H. 
Ashley, Lord 

Baillie, Colonel 
Baker, E. 

Barneby, J. 

Bateson, Sir R. 
Bentinck, Lord G, 
Biackburne, I. 

Blair, J. 
Blennerhassett, A. 
Broadley, H. 
Burroughes, H. N. 
Chandos, Marquis of 
Coote, Sir C. H. 
Corry, hon. H. 
Courtenay, P. 
Cresswell, C. 
Dalrymple, Sir A. 
Damer, hon. D. 
Darby, G. 
Darlington, Earl of 
D’Israeli, B. 

Douro, Marquis of 
Duffield, T. 

Dunbar, G. 

East, J. B. 

Eaton, R. J. 
Egerton, Lord F. 
Fazakerley, J. N. 
Fector, J. M. 
Ferguson, Sir R. A. 
Filmer, Sir E. 
Fleming, J. 

Follett, Sir W. 
Forester, hon. G. 
Fremantle, Sir T. 
Freshfield, J. W. 
Gaskell, Jas. Milnes 
Glynne, Sir S. R. 
Gordon, hon. Captain 
Goulburn, rt. hon. H. 
Graham, rt. hn. Sir J. 
Greene, T. 
Grimsditch, T. 

Hale, R. B. 
Halford, H. 
Harcourt, G. 8. 
Hardinge,rt.hn. Sir H. 
Heneage, G. W. 
Hillsborough, Earl of 
Hodgson, R. 
Holmes, W. 
Houldsworth, T. 
Houstoun, G. 
Hughes, W. B. 
Hurt, F. 

Ingham, R, 


Inglis, Sir R. H. 
Jackson, Sergeant 
Jermyn, Earl 
Jones, W. 
Kelly, F. 
Kemble, H. 
Taw, hon. C. E. 
Lefroy, rt. hon. T. 
Liddell, hon. H. T. 
Lincoln, Earl of 
Lockhart, A. M. 
Lowther, J. H. 
Lucas, E. 
Lygon, hon. General 
Mackenzie, T. 
Mackenzie, W. F. 
Meynell, Captain 
Monypenny, T. G. 
Nicholl, J. 
Noel, W. M. 
Ossulston, Lord 
Palmer, G. 
Parker, M. 
Patten, J. W. 
Peel, rt. hon. Sir R. 
Perceval, Colonel 
Plumptre, J. P. 
Polhill, F. 
Pollock, Sir F. 
Powerscourt, Visct. 
Praed, W. M. 
Praed, W. T. 
Rose, rt. hon. Sir G. 
Round, C. iG. 
Round, J. 
Scarlett, hon. J. Y. 
Shirley, E. J. 
Smith, A. 
Somerset, Lord G. 
Stanley, E. 
Stanley, Lord 
Sugden, rt. hn. Sir E. 
Teignmouth, Lord 
Tennent, J. E. 
Thornhill, G. 
Trevor, hon. G. R. 
Vere, Sir C. B. 
Vivian, J. E. 
Wilbraham, hon. B. 
Wodehouse, E, 
Wood, T. 
Wyndham, W. 
Wynn, rt. hon. C, W. 
Young, J. 

TELLERS. 
Clerk, Sir G. 
Shaw, F, 
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Winnington, H. J. Wyse, T. 


List of the Noxs. Wood, C. Yates, J. A. 


Adam, Admiral 
Aglionby, H. A, 
Aglionby, Major 
Alston, R. 
Archbold, R. 
Bainbridge, E. T. 
Baines, E. 

Ball, N. 

Barnard, E. G, 
Barry, G. 8. 
Beamish, F. B. 
Bellew, R. M. 
Bewes, T. 

Blackett, C. 

Blake, W. J. 
Bodkin, J. 
Brabazon, Lord 
Bridgeman, H. 
Briscoe, J. I. 
Brocklehurst, J. 
Brotherton, J. 
Busfeild, WW. 
Butler, hon. Colonel 
Callaghan, D. 
Campbell, Sir J. 
Carnac, Sir J. R. 
Cayley, E. S. 
Chalmers, P. 
Chapman, Sir M. L.C. 
Chester, H. 
Clements, Viscount 
Collier, J. 

Collins, W. 
Colquhoun, Sir J. 
Currie, R. 

Curry, W. 
Dalmeny, Lord 
Dennistoun, J. 
D’Eyncourt, rt. hn. C. 
Duff, J. 

Dundas, C. W. D, 
Dundas, F. 
Edwards, J. 

Erle, W. 

Fielden, J. 

Featon, J. 
Fergusson, rt. hon. C. 
Fineh, F. 

Fitzroy, Lord C. 
Fleetwood, P. H. 
Gordon, R. 

Grey, Sir C. 

Hall, B. 
Hobhouse, rt. hn.Sir J. 
Hobhouse, T. B. 
Hloskins, K. 
Howard, F, J. 
Howick, Viscount 
Ilumphery, J. 
Hurst, R. H. 
IIutton, R. 

James, W. 

Jephson, C. D. O. 
Jervis, S. ° 
Labouchere, rt, hn. H. 


Lister, E. C. 
Lushington, Dr. 
Lushington, C. 
Lynch, A. H. 
Macleod, R. 
Marshall, W. 
Maule, W. H. 
Milton, Viscount 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morris, D. 


Murray, rt. hon, J. A. 


Nagle, Sir R. 
O’Brien, W. S. 
O’Callaghan, hon. C. 
O’Connell, D. 
O’Connell, J. 
O’Connell, M. J. 
O’Conor, Don 
O’Ferrall, R. M. 
Parker, J. 


Parnell, rt. hn. Sir H. 


Parrott, J. 
Pease, J. 


Pendarves, E. W. W. 


Philips, M. 
Philpotts, J. 
Pryme, G. 
Ramsbottom, J. 
Redington, T. N. 
Rice, right hon. T. S. 
Rice, E. R. 
Roche, F. B. 
Roche, W. 

Rolfe, Sir R. M. 
Russell, Lord J. 
Salwey, Colonel 
Scholefield, J. 
Scrope, G. P. 
Seymour, Lord 
Sheil, R. L. 
Smith, B. 

Smith, R. V. 
Somers, J. P. 


Somerville, Sir M. W. 


Stanley, W. O. 
Stewart, J. 

Stuart, V. 
Strangways, hon, J. 
Strutt, E. 

Surrey, Earl of 
Tancred, H. W. 


‘Thomson, rt. hn. C. P. 


Thornely, T. 
Troubridge, Sir E. T. 
Vigors, N. A. 


Vivian, rt.hn. Sir R. HH. 


Warburton, H. 
Wemyss, J. E. 
Westenra, hon. H. R. 
White, A. 

White, S. 

Wilkins, W. 
Williams, W. 
Williams, W. A. 
Winnington, T, E, 


Wood, Sir M. 
Wood, G. W. 
Woulfe, Sergeant 


TELLERS, 
Steuart, R. 
Stanley, E. J. 


Paired off. 


FOR 
Packe, C. W. 


Douglas, Sir C. FE. 


Cole, hon. A. H. 
Knight, G. 
Eastnor, Viscount 
Bell, M. 

Hope, G. W. 
Inglis, Sir R. H. 
Parker, T. 
Mahon, Viscount 
Ingestrie, Lord 


AGAINST 
Hawes, B. 
Cave, R. O. 
Blake, M. J. 
Ord, W. 
Loch, J. 
Guest, J. J. 
Mildmay, P. St. J. 
Divett, F. 
Style, Sir C. 
Sanford, E. A. 
Cavendish, hon. G. H. 





Pringle, A. 
Buller, Sir J. Y. 
Welby, G. E. 
Pollen, Sir J. W. 
Burdett, Sir F. 
Marton, G. 


Howard, P. 
Philips, Sir R. B. 
Browne, R. D. 
Price, Sir R. 
Standish, C. 
Childers, J. W. 


New Zeauanp.] Mr. Francis Baring 
moved for leave to bring in a Bill for the 
establishment of a British colony in New 
Zealand. 

Sir Robert Inglis objected to the intro- 
duction of such a bill without any expla- 
nation of its object and intention. He 
questioned the right of this country to 
establish a colony in a part of the world 
which was as independent of Great Bri- 
tain as France or any of the nations of 
Europe, 

Sir George Grey hoped, that the hon. 
Baronet would not object to the mere 
introduction of the bill, especially as the 
Government was not pledged to support 
it in any one of its future stages. It was 
necessary that the bill should be intro- 
duced in order that the details of the 
scheme might be seen and understood. 

Mr. Williams Wynn was of opinion that 
such a measure ought only to be intro- 
duced upon the responsibility of Govern- 
ment, as it trenched on the prerogative of 
the Crown, 

Lord Jota Russell signified her Ma- 
jesty’s assent to the measure. 

The House divided—Ayes 74; Noes 
23; Majority 51. 


List of the Aves. 


Adam, Admiral Blake, W. J. 
Aglionby, H. A. Blunt, Sir C. 
Aglionby, Major Bowes, J. 
Ainsworth, P. Brocklehurst, J. 
Baines, E. Brotherton, J. 
Blake, M, J. Chalmers, P. 
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Craig, W. G. 
Curry, W. 
Dalrymple, Sir A. 
Divett, E. 
Dowdeswell, W. 
Duckworth, S. 
Easthope, J. 
Elliot, hon. J. E. 
Evans, Sir De L. 
Evans, G. 

Evans, W. 

Finch, F. 

Grey, Sir G. 
Grimston Viscount 
Hawes, B. 
Hawkes, T. 
Hayter, W. G. 
Hoskins, K. 
Howard, P. H. 
Howard, R. 
Hughes, W. B. 
Hume, J. 

Hutt, W. 
Marshall, W. 
Maule, W. H. 
Melgund, Viscount 
Morris, D. 
O’Brien, W. S. 
O’Connell, M. J. 
Packe, C. W. 
Palmer, C. F. 
Palmer, G. 
Palmerston, Viscount 


Canterbury 


Parker, J. 

Pease, J. 

Pechell, Captain 
Perceval, Colonel 
Ponsonby, C.F. A.C. 
Roche, W. 

Round, C. G. 
Rushbrooke, Colonel 
Russell, Lord J. 
Russell, Lord 
Scholefield, J. 
Seymour, Lord 
Sinclair, Sir G. 
Smith, B. 

Stansfield, W. R.C. 
Staunton, Sir G. T. 
Stuart, Lord J. 
Strutt, E. 

Thomson, rt. hn, C. P. 
Thornely, T. 

Vere, Sir C. B. 
Vigors, N. A. 
Vivian, J. H. 
Wallace, R. 

Ward, H.G. 

White, L. 

Williams, W. 
Wilshere, W. 

Yates, J. A. 


TELLERS. 
Baring, F. 
Villiers, C. P. 


List of the Nogs. 


Alsager, Captain 
Ashley, Lord 
Blair, J. 

Buller, Sir J. Y. 
Darby, G. 
Douglas, Sir C. E. 
Estcourt, T. 
Grimsditch, T. 
Hindley, UC. 
Kemble, H. 
Lefroy, right hon. T. 
Lincoln, Earl of 
Litton, E. 


Lockhart, A. M. 
Plumptre, J. P. 
Pringle, A. 
Shaw, right hon, F. 
Sheppard, T. 
Sturt, IT. C. 
Williams, R. 
Wood, T. 
Wynn, rt. hon. C. W. 
Young, J. 

TELLERS. 
Inglis, Sir R. H. 
Wood, Colonel 


NOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Wednesday, June 6, 1838. 


MINUTES.} Petitions presented. By Mr. HALPorD, from 
Leicester, against certain parts of the New Poor-law.— By 
Lord G. BeNnTINCK, from King’s Lynn, against the Pilotage 


Bill.—By Mr. Sergeant Jackson, from different parts of 


Ireland, against the system of National Education.—By 
Mr. GREENE, from Lancaster, and by Mr. Barnes, from 
Leeds, for an uniform rate of Postage.—By Sir G. Strick- 
LAND, and Mr. W. MILs, several, for the total Abolition 
of Slavery.—By Mr. Hume, from Paisley, St. Andrew’s, 
and Cupar, against the exclusive privilege of Printing 
Bibles enjoyed by the Queen’s Printer in Scotland.—By 
Colonel PeRcevAL, from Sligo, against certain provisions 


of the Apotheearics Bill. 


CANTERBURY Fanatics] 


Sir EZ, 
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Knatchbull said, that the House would, 
perhaps, permit him to call the attention 
of the noble Lord, the Secretary for the 
Home Department, to certain misrepre- 
sentations which had been made relative 
to the recent unfortunate and melancholy 
proceedings near Canterbury. He felt it 
his duty to move for the production of 
certain papers, having reference to the 
late fatal proceedings in a part of a county 
which had done him the honour of elect- 
ing him for its Representative in that 
House. It was impossible for him to refer 
to those proceedings, without expressing 
feelings of the deepest sorrow at the la- 
mentable loss of life which had been 
caused. When the reports of those pro- 
ceedings first reached the House, his hon. 
Colleague had felt it his duty to ask the 
noble Lord opposite for some explanation, 
and the reply of the noble Lord, which 
was frank and fair, had, he thought, been 
greatly misrepresented, and had been 
much misunderstood. The hon. Baronet 
quoted a passage from The Morning 
Chronicle newspaper, reflecting on the 
Kent magistrates for allowing Thom to be 
taken away by a stranger. Now, the 
House, the right hon. Baronet said, would 
see that the passage he had quoted con- 
veyed a strong charge against the visiting 
magistrates, as well as the superintendent 
of the lunatic asylum, and he was sure the 
noble Lord would feel it his duty to set 
the matter right. The only way this could 
be done was by the production of the 
documents relating to the liberation of 
John Nicholls Thom. If the noble Lord 
had no objection, therefore, he would 
move for a copy of the order for the com- 
mitment of John N. Thom, and for copies 
of any correspondence with the Home- 
office in reference to the discharge of that 
individual, and of the order from the 
Home-office authorizing his discharge 
from the lunatic asylum. Painful as the 
duty was to all parties concerned in the 
lamentable proceedings to which he had 
alluded, both magistrates and officers had 
done their duty in a way the most credit- 
able to themselves, and he did not think 
that there was any feeling to the contrary 
in the districf where the riots had taken 
place. 

Lord John Russell: I can only express, 
as the right hon. Baronet opposite has 
done, my very deep regret for the oc- 
currence which has taken place. The 
right hon, Baronet is, I think, quite juss 
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tified in asking for an explanation, in 
consequence of the statements which 
have been made, grounded on_infer- 
ences which have been drawn from 
what I said in reference to this person, 
John Nicholls Thom. I am ready to say, 
that I did not state anything in this House 
which was intended to convey, or which 
would convey, any charge against the 
visiting magistrates, or against the di- 
rectors of the lunatic asylum, because the 
fact is, that in consequence of the state- 
ments which I received, I thought it right 
to recommend, that a pardon should be 
granted in the case of the prisoner ; and, 
that being the case, it was not in the 
power of the visiting magistrates, or of 
the directors of the lunatic asylum, to 
require that any terms besides those at- 
tached to the petition addressed to me, 
should be complied with. The first re- 
presentation which was made to me on 
the subject was made by the father of 
Thom, who came to me with his wife, for 
they described themselves as the father 
and mother of the prisoner, and who were 
recommended to me by two hon. Members 
of this House, one of whom spoke on this 
subject the other night in the course of 
the debate—the Master-General of the 
Ordnance—and who vouched for their 
respectability. The father made various 
statements to me with respect to the actual 
state of his son, and said, that he was 
perfectly well assured, that if he were 
permitted to take care of him, instead of 
his being kept any longer in confinement, 
he should be able to prevent any further 
mischief being done by him. I stated to 
him, that it was not because his son might 
be perfectly harmless then, and that there 
were then no symptoms of violence in his 
demeanour and conduct, that there might 
not be a paroxysm which might render 
him dangerous to others, and, therefore, 
I could not agree to the proposal unless 
he would engage that there was a proper 
person who should be near him, so as to 
be able to prevent any violence being 
committed by him. He gave me that as- 
surance, and afterwards he made a state- 
ment in writing, to the effect which I have 
stated. I think it right to lay these cir- 
cumstances before the House, because they 
occurred in a private conversation which 
1 had with the individual to whom I have 
referred, and because, therefore, they would 
not be embodied in the papers for which 
the right hon, Baronet has moyed. Now, 
VOL. XLII. {28 
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I will beg leave to refer to a statement 
alleged to have been made by a noble 
Lord connected with the county of Kent, 
that certain magistrates of the county had 
made representations to me against the 
liberation of John Nicholls Thom. Now, 
if such had been made, I must declare 
my ignorance of the fact, that any repre- 
sentations were addressed to me, or that 
even any opinion of the kind suggested 
was entertained ; and, on the contrary, I 
should rather infer, from their not making 
any statements to me while this matter 
was under consideration, that there was 
not any immediate apprehension with re- 
spect to the condition of the prisoner. 
However, there can be no fault attached 
to the visiting magistrates, or to the di- 
rectors of the lunatic asylum, for they had 
no discretion in the matter, because it 
rested on me, and not on them. From all 
the statements which I have heard, I doubt 
not, however, that they acted as soon as 
possible for men in their situation. I re- 
ceived this morning some letters from Dr. 
Poore, containing a relation of all the 
occurrences that took place, and it ap- 
pears, that he only heard of it on Tuesday, 
the 29th of May, and his conduct has 
been regulated by a wish to prevent any 
mischief, and has been characterised by 
the greatest promptness and decision. I 
will only move now that these letters may 
be laid on the table of the House, in ad- 
dition to the papers to which the motion 
of the right hon. Baronet has reference. 

Mr. Hume could not but express ex- 
treme surprise at the ignorance which 
existed in a portion of this United King- 
dom. Had he been told, that such a state 
of things existed in Kilkenny, or any 
other part of Ireland, he should have sup- 
posed that such an allegation might be 
likely to be true; but he had reason to 
believe, that ignorance did not exist in 
that country to the extent described in 
the accounts which had been received 
from Canterbury, within fifty miles of this 
great metropolis, and where the people 
were surrounded by country gentlemen of 
importance and of great wealth, and where 
there was a large body of clergy. He 
would ask the noble Lord, therefore, whe- 
ther this occurrence did not prove, that 
although there was a church called the 
people’s church, it was a church paid little 
attention to by the people. [‘* Question !”] 
This was the question. 

Sir EZ. Knatchbull, interrupting the hon, 
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wholly irresponsible. There was even no 
means of testing the fitness of the magis- 
tracy to discharge their duties. 
qualification required for the appointment 
was 100/. a-vear in Jand and the friend- 
ship of the Lord-Lieutenant. It was not 
necessary that a magistrate should hav 


The only 


ever looked into a law-book, or have heard | 


a case tried; no proof of his fitness to the 
office was required, and yet this was a 
class of men to whom was intrusted t] 
whole control and direction of the county- 
rates. 
The Solu itor. Ge neral concurred with 
the hon. Member for Kilkenny, that it 
would be extremely desirable that ther 
should be some sort of check imposed, 
more effectual than the present one, upon 
the expenditure of the county-rates, be- 
cause he thought it would afford greater 
satisfaction to the people. But though 
he felt this, he felt, at the same time, bound 
to Oppose this bill, because, looking at the 
bill as a practical man, he saw that the 
machinery of it created eleven thousand 
parochial officers and eleyen hundred 


more eenerally ( mplained of 


r parsimony than lavish expenditure. 
i supported the amendment 

Mr. Cayley said, that magistrates were 
virtually responsible, because their pro- 


perty was directly involved, 


e i 
Whilst he 
idmitted the principle that taxation and 


ntation should go together, he was 


i 


not prepared to carry it out in the cum- 


brous manner proposed DY the present 


Mr. Hume replied. 

Lord J. Russell begged to state, that in 
voting, as he should do, against the second 
reading of this bill, he did not intend to 
vote against the principle that some alter- 
| ation should be made in the present system. 


He thought, that in a matter involving the 
expenditure of so much money, there 


I - 


1 


I 

should be some more Mpiproperase and, he 

;} Must say, some more popular mode ol 
administration, 

The House divided on the original 

| motion:—Ayes 37; Noes 105: Majority 


t \ ()’( J 
Yuckw _ Parrott, J 
Juke, Sir J, Pe ise, J. 
vans, W. Phillips, M 
| Grote, G. Smith, B 
| Llandley, If Strutt, E. 
1 Tlawes, B. Style, Sir C, 


| Hawkins, J. H, Phornely, T 
1 dle te ( H \igors, N A 
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Warburton, H. 
Ward, H. G. 
Williams, W. 
Williams, W, A. 


Expenses at 


Yates, Joss 
rELLERS. 

Hume, J. 

Villiers, G. 


List of the Noes. 


1D. Hodgson, R. 

Hogg, J. W. 
Ilolmes,W. A’C., 
Hope, G. W. 
Ifotham, Lord 
Houldsworth, T. 
Howard, P. H. 
Ingham, R. 
Jackson, Sergeant 
Knatchbull, Sir E. 
Lefevre, anes 
Lowthe r, J. iH. 
Lyg n, General 
Mackenzie, W. FP. 
Mahon, Lord 
Marton, G. 

Mites, W. 

Milnes, R. M. 
Moreton, hon. A. IH. 
Chetwynd, Majoi Morgan, C. M. KR. 
Chute, W. L. W. Nicholl, J. 
Codrington, C. W, QOssulston, Lord 
Courtenay, P. Packe, C. W. 
Crewe, Sir C. Pakington, J. S. 
Darby, G. Palmer, R. 
Darlington, Earl of Parker, M. 
D'Israeli, B. Parker, R. T. 
Dottin, A. R. Patten, J. W. 
Douglas, Sir C. FE. Plumptre, J. P. 
Dowde Swe ll, W. Pollock, Sir I, 
Duffield, T. Praed, W.M. 
Dugdale, W. S. Praed, W. T. 
Duncombe, W. Pringle, A. 
Eastnor, Lord Richards, R. 
Egerton, W. T, Rolfe, Sir Rn. M, 


Acland, T. 
A’Court, C 
Alsager, Captain 
Alston, RR. 
Attwood, M. 
Bagge, W. 
Bailey, J., junior 
Bak« ry E. 


Barneby, J. 


iptam 


Barrington, Viscount 
Bell, M. 

Jentinck, Lord G, 
Bethell, R. 

Blair, J. 

Bramston, T. W. 
Broadley, HH. 
Burrell, Sir, C. 
Burroughes, H. N. 
Cayley, E. S. 


Ellis, ie Rolleston, | 
Fergusson, R. C. Round, J. 
Filmer, Sir E. Rushbrooke, Colonel 


Russell, Lord J. 
Talfourd, Mr Serg. 
Thornhill, G. - 
Trevor, hon. G. R. 
Vere, Sir C. B: 
Vivian, J. E. 
Waddington, HH. S. 
Wilbraham, hon. B. 
Wilshere, W. 

W ood, Col. ‘| ie 

VW ood, a. 

Worsley, Lord 
Wynn, rt. hon. C. W. 
TELLERS. 
Dungannon, Visct. 

Sibthorp, Col. 


Fleming, J. 
Fremantle, Sir T. 
Gibson, T. 
Glynne, Sir S. R. 
Goddard, A. 
Graham, Sir J. 
Grimsditch, T. 
Hale, R. B. 
Halford, Hl. 
Harcourt, G. G. 
Harcourt, G. S. 
Heathcoate, Sir W. 
Henniker, Lord 
Mepburn, Sir T. B. 
Ilerbert, hon S. 


Hinde, J. II. 


Bill put off for six months. 


EXPENSers aT Evecrions Bitt]. The 
Ilouse went into Committee on the 
penses at Elections Dill, 


Kx- 
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Elec 


On the question, 
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that the bill be con- 


sidered paragraph by paragraph, 


Colonel Srbthorp 


again, 

Mr. Hume conten 
consider the bill in 
defects it might pr 
unfair to reject t 
Members objected t 
the House was av 
counties and boroug 


moved, that the Chair- 


| man report progress and ask leave to sit 


ded, that they should 
order to remedy any 
esent. It would be 
he bill because hon. 
o some parts of it. If 
rse to throw on the 
hs any of the expenses, 


they might alter the clauses, and let the 
| burden still remain on the candidates, but 
| they need not throw out the bill and pre- 
vent the carrying out of the other provi- 


sion ° 
The House divide 


} report progress :— 


Majority 28. 
List of 

Acland, T. D. 
A’Court, Captain 
Attwood, M. 
Bagge, W. 
Barneby, oe 
Bentinck, Lord G. 
Blair, J. 
Bramston, T. W. 
Burrell, Sir C. 
Burroughes, II. N. 
Codrington, C. W 
Darby, G. 

arlington, Earl of 
Douglas, Sir C. E, 
Dowdeswell, W. 
Duffield, T. 
Duncombe, hon. W. 
Duncombe, hon. A 
Dungannon, Viscount 
Egerton, W. T. 
Ellis, J. 
Filmer, Sir EF, 
Forester, hon. G. 
Fremantle, Sir T, 
Goddard, A. 
Graham, Sir J. 
Grimsditch, T. 
Grimston, Viscount 
Hale, R. B. 
Harcourt, G. G. 
Hawkes, T. 
Heathcote, Sir W. 
Henniker, Lord 
Hepburn, Sir T. 
Hinde, J. H. 
Hogg, J. W. 
Hope, G. W. 


d, on the question to 
Ayes 71; Noes 43; 


the Ayers. 

Jlouldsworth, T. 
tlughes W. B. 
Inglis, Sir R. H. 
Jackson, Mr. Serg. 
Lowther, J. H. 
Lygon, hon. General 
Mackenzie, W. F. 
Mahon, Viscount 
Miles, W. 
Miles, P. W. 8S, 
Milnes, R. M. 
Morgan, C, M.R. 
Nicholl, J. 
Pakington, J. S. 
Parker, M. 
Parker, R.T. 
Pollock, Sir F. 
Praed, W.T. 
Praed, W. M. 
Richards, R. 
Rickford, W. 
Round, C. G. 
Round, J. 
Rushbrooke, Colonel 
Shirley, E. J. 
Trevor, hon. G. R. 
Vere, Sir C. B. 
Vivian, J. E. 
Waddington, H.S. 
Walsh, Sir J. 
Wilbraham, hon. B. 
Williams, R. 
WW ood, Colonel ‘i 
Wood, T. 

rELLERS. 
Knatchbull, Sir F. 
Sibthorp, Colonel 


List of the Nors. 


Baines, E. 
Beamish, F. B. 
Bewes, T. 
Bridgeman, H. 


Briscoe, J. I. 
Brotherton, J. 
Craig, W. G, 
Curry, W, 
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Duckworth, S. O’Connell, J. 
Duke, Sir J. Palmer, C. I’. 
Ellice, Captain A, Parrott, J. 

Evans, W. Russell, Lord J. 
Grote, G. Smith, B. 
Handley, fl. Strickland, Sir G, 
Hawes, b. Strutt, 1. 
Hawkins, J. H. ‘Talfourd, Sergeant 
Hector, C. J. Thornely, T. 
Hindley, C Vigors, N. A. 
Hobhouse, T. B. Warburton, H. 
Howard, PB. Williams, W. 
Hutton, R. Williams, W. A, 
Jervis, S. Wilshere, W. 
Lefevre, C.S Worsl. y, Lord 


Lynch, A. I. Yates, J. A. 
Moreton, hon. A, I. FELLER 
Muskett, G. A. Hume, J 
O’Brien, W. SS. Jervis,*J 


House resumed. 


Copyricut.| Mr. Sergeant Tulfourd 
moved, that the House should resolve 
itself into Committee. 

Mr. Warburton believed, that the hon. 
and learned mover of the bill had some 
alterations to propose, and he would 
therefore ask him whether he had any 
objection to go into Committee pro form: 
that the alterations might be printed, and 
that the House might have a_ better 
opportunity of considering them ? 

The Attorney-General cordially joined 
in the recommendation of his hon. Friend 
the Member for Bridport. As the bill 
stood, there were many difficulties, espe- 
cially with regard to encyclopedias. Mr. 
Black, an eminent bookseller of Edin- 
burgh, well known to the Speaker, 
informed him that as one of the clauses 
was worded, he would suffer much pecu- 
niary damage. Many of the articles were 
entirely new, and if at the expiration of 
the twenty years, those articles might be 
claimed by the authors or their heirs, 
the whole Encyclopedia would fall to 
pieces, His hon. and learned Friend 
was willing to alter the bill so as to 
remove this objection; but there were 
other clauses which also required correc- 
tion, and he hoped, that his learned 
Friend would agree to the proposal which 
had been made, and which would promote 
the ultimate success of the bill. 

Mr. Sergeant Talfourd was not opposed 
to take the course which seemed to meet 
the wishes of the House; but he thought, 
that it would be most convenient for him 
then to state the chief alterations which | 
he would make, because he believed, that | 


6 Copyright. »4 


to tranquillize the apprehensions of some 
respectable persons as to the bill, L| 
chief objection of the publishers v 
the clause improperly termed the ret 
spt ( tive ( lause ° He had never consented 
to that term, nor was it correct, becauss 
the bill sought only to secure to authors 
f the highest merit the advantage of their 
Whi labours, and that thos copyl 
now exIstil r. should ' rt be 
o the injustice of the present 
system. He had, therefore, proposed that 
the existing term of copyright should be 
extended, and that the authors should 
retain that additional c pyri rht in their 


works, and that when the present copy- 
rizht had been assigned, the publishers 
should be content with that interest for 
which they had bargained and paid, fot 
it was not the publisher, but the author, 
to whom the extended term ought to be 
given. ‘To the justice of that principle he 
still adhered, but he had received from 


riaeokatst ' oe 
most respectable parties and eminent 


publishe rs sO Many complaints of practical 


inconveniences resuitinge trom rrantine an 
extended term to authors who had as- 
sisned their whole interest, that, after 

4 1101 WiiVl i t Dk» ACLs, tCl 


considering many expedients, and having 
tried in vain to find a provision by which 
justice might be done to these gentlemen 
he had determined to propose, that the 
clause should take effect only where the 


intl 


ole 


yr had reserved the whole or part of 
the interest in the copyright, and that 
where the author had absol itely parted 
with his interest the term should cease. 
He had reason to believe, that this altera- 
tion would be perfectly satisfactory to the 
ventlemen to whom he had referred, and 
that in accepting this concession they had 
vained nothing for themselves—that they 
wished for no boon: and he was bound to 
say, that during the opposition which they 
had given to the bill he had personally 
received the greatest courtesy, and that 
they had exhibited the most enlarzed 
views of the interests of literature and of 
authors. He was quite willing to defer to 
the sense of the House. 


Mr. Hume consented that the alt 


tions should be made, and that the bill 
with its amendments should be printed ; 


but he would vote against the bill in « very 
stage, for whilst it would only do good to 
one in 500, it would do great injustice to 
the other 499. 

Sir Edward Sugden would not stop the 


they were simple, and they would serve |arrangement, but the hon, Member for 





DOO Copyright. 
Kilkenny was not more opposed to the 
principle of the bill, than he (Sir Edw urd 
Sugden) ) was, and he intonsatl to resist Its 
progress in every future stage. He was 
one of those who thought that there was 
no common-law-copyright in the author 
beyond the manuscript when it was writtca, 
or whilst it remained in his own 
sion. He had come to this determination 
after much consideration, and he thou ght 
that the case was clearly distinguisha! 

from a patent right. He would Oppose 
the bill as long as he could, 
believed that it ought not to be passed ; 
but, if it were passed, he would, as he 
had ever done, bow with respect to the 
opinion of the majority, and endeavour to 
make the 
the public. If the bi!l should meet with 
the support of a majority of the House, 
he would then propose his amendments, 
one of which was to cut down the term of 
sixty years to a term of forty years, 
not, however, that he at all approved 
of as long a term as_ forty 
he would only give a term of seven years 
beyond the death of the author; he would 
allow an original term of twenty-eight 
years, as the author now had; and if he 
should survive, then an extended term for 
his whole life. There was, 
difficulty: if the author should live long, 
and his books should be in demand, he 
might provide for his family; but in case 
he should die early, this might be frus- 
trated. He would, therefore, give an ab- 
absolute term of seven years after the 
author’s death, which would be suflicient 
to enable the family to send forth a per- 
fect edition of his works, and thus to make 
a provision for them. He did not quite 


posse S- 


1 
because he 


understand whether his learned Friend 
meant that the extended term should, 
under all circumstances, revert to the re- 


presentatives of the author, and that . 
should not have power to dispose of i 
He agreed that the publishers ought moe 
to complain if they obtained all that they 
purchased; but w hy should not the same 
terms be extended to poor authors, to 
whom it would be of greater benefit, as 
were given to those who were rich enough 
to retain their copyright in their own 
hands. He represented neither authors, 
nor printers, nor publishers; he stood 
there to do his duty only as a Member of 


Parliament, and he trusted that he should 
on some future occasion be able to state 
grounds which would satisfy the House 


bill as serviceable as possible to 


however, this | 
he knew one 


fCOMMONS} 





years, for | 
i}no small neglect of 
rezard to the interests of 
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that the bill oueht net to be all »wed to 
proceed, 

Sir BR, Tnglis complained of his learned 
Friend for tempting the House 
general discussion upon this bill; and as 
his learned Friend had stated his un- 
qualified op position to the bill, so he would 
say that he had been and still was its un- 


into a 


qualified a sup por ter. 

Lord John Russell had no obj ction to 
ested by his learned Friend, 
viewed with no 


the course sugeg 
but he confessed that he 
small degree of apprehension any 
tion upon this subject. It was not, 


legisla- 
howe ver, 
on account of the publishers that he enter 
tained any apprehension. IIe had 
some personsconcerned in the most eminent 
and hethoughtthat what 


seen 


publishing houses, 


had been stated by them with reap ct to 
the bill was ouly just and reasonal ble, and 
ithe hon. and learned Gentleman would 
‘| adopt what was just and reasonable. le 


did feel apprehensive, however, that when 
the expectations of the authors and of the 
satisfie d, there 
the interests of the 


publishers were would be 
public. With 
~the learned Gentleman was ready 
who had bouvht the 


authors 
to concede that thos: 
general interest of the author in the copy- 
right, ought to enjoy the whole right, and 


author of no inconsiderable 


| merit, wi having parted with the whole 
| of his copyright, thought that he had no 
ae eee ‘ 

{right by act of Parliament to resume what 


he had sold. Then again with regard to 


| the interests of the publishers, the learned 


| ‘ 
| Gentleman 





would doubtless take care 
there should be a distinction between fu- 
ture works and those in which the pub- 
lishers had already acquired an interest. 
Still he saw great danger in interfering 
with a law by which, though incomplete, 
the interests of authors, of publishers, and 
of the public, had been adjusted. There 
did seem to him some danger, that the 
new law might make provisions by which, 
in the end, the public, who were not 
sharp-sighted in such matters, might find 
that great damage was done not only to 
their own interests, but to the general in- 
terests of literature, and the progress of 
information and knowledge. It was pro- 
posed to give an author a property in his 
work for a longer time, and then to leave 
it for a certain time to his heirs and exe- 
cutors. The right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman had pointed out several objections 
to that; but there was one which had not 





eee 
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been as yet mentioned It was to be con me provi ! i liced 
ae > i ei j i + 
sidered, that the question of cop rit wa { DI pplicab " nicl 
; nota mere question of property, but or ly aliuded t ( { 
; 1 } ee 1 | ] - } 4 ‘ 
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result, the public would t Ved ( Ir. P? m 
ee | | 
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not ha i l | | 
complaint had f Vy " a - 
Z i ° 
consequen ch ( S 


ind i must ¢ H t { $ 1 - 
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eraw ai AL « yer { i ] 
hon. Member for t | \ ( 
’ 
exp | a | D 
é 
passed into t 1 
$ Bie 
night re, ¢ \ 
i < 
> this v { l i ! | | 
| ) ! | 
which had of 1 | 
) a . + r r . ’ $ j 
| rilament, and t { Sa ure ‘ uid \ l | 
manding the most id matu lell- tives ( \] : ; works Vi 
beration. He felt, that while those wl sf sist the dem 
took one side of th question, espoused ( i { NOSS 
cause of the ;uchors, in 1 - ( I H t iS ] ssible t f n VW s of in 
other sic ok t } t t her t of is 1 = 
that they might Ltn neasu t t fall 
I 
ing to injure t nrog of k in 
ind, theref that t 
beneficial to n t 
iurious to t publ 1 f{ e" . 
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sent stat f the la wh ot | i | I 

not be dith ult to | It cas ly 

vuuthors of the greatest abilits d : sult mt NI 

had not been remunerated, t] a t t the ; | f ) 7 ] 

whole, the interests of th pul ers. lot f | ; . | find 

of the pul Hc, as Wi ll as tl itere ! y n tor t | 
§ authors ¢ nerally, bad b en tairly at led a 3 i by wh inds 

to. One of the sreatest hardships of the l I tati of Lut : ild 

present state of things was, that when t ced 

author was poor and obliged to seil tl \Ir. juite ag 

copyright of his works for a small sum, it: | { in thin y, that L 

might happe n, that while he d sposed | tr t bill, uilicient tent id not 

his works for 5/. or 102., his booksell d c. 


might be eaining thousands, for years in’ | s part, | was } \ need 
succession. ‘That was a state of things. that the: ver was a Oo 
unfair alike to the author id to ti nt y fr t f ief to 





public, and it had always appeared to hi iblic interest. as t Low bef 
that such cases were those of the grea . A 1d y the na- 


hardship, He did not kno whe I i ¢ | : ‘ ne ¢ x} 
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hilmer, Su 
Vremantl 


E. Pakington, J. 8 
Sir T Pease, J 


9 ae 


| Grah i, Tt. hn. Sir J. Perce il, Colonel 


= 


| 
} 
| 
| 
‘ 


| Grin hitch, ‘T. Pigot, It. 
Hawkes, T. 
T 


I - 

Te itheote. Sir W. Plamptre J. P. 
" 
I 


Ifepburn, Sit! Le tose, right lin. Sir G 
Lic 410 se. I. Bb. al hbre re Colonel 
liolmes, W. Rushout, G 
Hope, H.1. Sibthorp, ¢ lonel 

tI ve a Sinclar, Sir G 

J 1, M ‘@ Smith, he I 

ir J Strickland. Sir G 


> ! 7 
Bill put off for three months. 


Hiren SHERIFFs. Colonel Davies 
moved the second readizg of the High 
Sheriffs’ Bill. 

The Attorney-General rose to move an 
Amendment. One of the clanses forbad 
the sheriff to vO out to meet the judges, 
and prescribed that he should meet them 
if ir lodgings. Now, he was attached 


to the present escort, inasmuch as it was 
in old custom, and one which was at least 
harmless; and was, in th: opinion of Mr, 


| | ] ] ] ‘ ra 2 
ustice Blackstone, calculated to inspire a 
due respect towards the representative of 
] en | r if tol va } sfor 
her Majesty. He felt bound, therefore, 


not secing the utility of the measure, to 


move that the bill shouid be read a second 
time that day three months. 


ro ee } F . 1: ’ Cy 
Colonel Davies, feeling the sense of the 


[fouse to be against him, would not press 
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Canterbury Fanatics— f Jr 


the Grand Jury of the city of Dublin, tinst the I 
law Bill.—By the Duke of CLEVE! f Dar 


l»dy I 1s 


Poor 
ton, and several other places 


for the Immediate Abolition of Negro Ay 


CANTERBURY FANatr 
Lunatics. ] Lord Brougham wished to 
know whether the i 
objection to lay be fi re the 
respondence that had taken place on th 


+. 4 ] 
novle Viscount had al 


ar | 


subject of the recent melancholy transac- | 


tions in Kent, and particularly with refer- 
ence to the setting at liberty P 
cipal actor in that oc urrence? 
was convinced of the fact, le coul 
have believed that any person coul 
exercised such influence as that individual 
appeared to have done over a considerabk 
number of persons. It 
part, the grossest and most lamentable i 
norance ; red 
dinary that this mau should have been able 


+ vty 


and it appe: most extraoi 


to impose on persons of sound mind, 1s | 


= 


they, in all other respects, appeare 
have been. He understvod that this per- 
son was convicted some years ago of 2Tross 
perjury, aud was s ntenced to seven years’ 
transportation ; 
be insane, he was imprist ned in the Kent 
lunatic asylum, from which, on certain re- 
presentations being mad 
He did not understand upon 
it was, that this powel had been exe 


but. as he was found t 


liber 
> HC Was i1vbera 


what rroun 


in this particular « 
man were of sound mind, and fit to go out 
of the country, he ought unquestion 
to have suffered the punishment awarded 
to him, and he was not entitled to that 
lenity which had been ext 

him; but if, on the ot 


nded towa 


( 
1 
} 
{ 


really insane, then he ouglit to have been | 


of security, as persons | 


kept in a state 
proved to be lunatic usually were. The 
noble and learned Lord moved for copies 
of the correspondence with the Hon 
Secretary, previous to the remission of the 
sentence and the liberation of the convict 
Viscount Melbourne ) 
whatever to lay on the table of the Hous 
the documents called for ; 
he was extremely anxious 
their Lordships all tl 
nected with that most melancholy tran 
action. It ought, however, to be bor: 
in mind that the individual to whom, in 
this instance, merey had 


] . 
on the contrary, 
f : 
to iy befo 


lane 
the aocuments 


} } 
been extender 


had never before been guilty of any flagrant | 


crime, although he had committed som 
extravagant acts. 


dual 


a! 


[louse any Core | 





show ed, on their 


ier hand, he was | 


| due and 


had no byection | x, 


hac represented himself to he the 


Saviour, and had ) rsuaded his followers 


not only, that he should rise again, but 


] 


hat they were invulnerable, and it w 


. . . } ] 
under that impression they ittac ke d the 
| ; 
diet Sucl Lt circumstan did no 
' , | 
{ edit t Su] L intormation 
f that port of tl} | who could 
| 
; ; : Fee a 
l y by ich a Gelusion Piis 1m 
1 ( tainiy had ) l, elo! this 
LD ( nt tor price | if thie lv- 
peop : t. in any 
| 
part oF t ll ( (r} ti characte! 
hem te bel h absurd and 
: i r conduct could 
l d for by tt Oss 12n0- 
l » ANG the fol he | ed he should 
h the support of the nobie Viscount for 
I motion on th sub] ect of education 
next weel Che reason for liberating this 
lunatic from confinement was, that he had 
previously done nothing outrageous” or 
ar . . 1 . 
violent: but still his conduct had mani- 
apie 


it caution 
ce. \ person suppos d to be 


een such as required er 


aa , i ae | 
I ne had been prosecut | considerable 
ti for a ptin th ife of an tn- 
t the Royal | hang That 
person, li nder l, ad been set at 
liber nd he should wish to know if 
uch was th raACtT, ind on What cround he 
The | id, that th 
| Frat mn va thie last prero- 
l ( e Crown wit vhich Parlia 
n i@ht to interfer but the recent 
practices had been exceed aly ] se and 
Inpro} { yi t | the circum- 
stances of this case, it was absolutely ne- 
cessary that 1 iould be strictly inquired 
into What he comp! uned of was, that 
the dc had been open t private appli- 
| i ! 
cations and negotiations upon subjects of 


a ah Sarg aie 
this nature. He had no objection to the 


proper consideration of 


every 


r the opi ion of those who 


«cli UC 
re best ialifed to enter In suc in- 
’ ’ 
Stigatiol meal judges or the 
nd—had hn ¢ ven, Grovernment 
ught, ougt » allow th law to 
course, unless the ] nvicted 
l nded to merey under circum- 
S rut mpeal a 1 Above 
} 
t most LmMpo tal t t M de- 
partul ! tl usual l ft law 
1 } 4 
| not be resorted to or rried into 
ecutl through the private recomm« nde 
i 

{ CR eg 1.” eer ; 
m of dividuals I m what he had 


heard on this subject, it would 


appear that 


Lord Brougham said, that the indivi«4a great deal of private application and ne- 
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gotiation had taken place which ought not 
to have been permitted. 

Viscount Melhourne said, that in this 


case the father of the individual in con 


1 4 As ee ] 2 ae 
finement had undertaken to take charge of 


him. In the case of the American who 
had assaulted Mr Viellish, the merchant, 
his friends had given security that he 
should be conveyed to America, andl not 


be suffered to return to this coun 
Motion 


try. 


agreed to. 


' 
Pook Law (IRELAND 


of the dav being read for the 


into 


hu '¢ al 
bi fore the House went 


make 


Lor« X1OUS 


‘_ommiuttee, to 
. a iD 


, Te 
: 26 


two or three observations w 


: ‘ Sin 
pect to various amendments which he had 


to propose, so that they might be printed, 
as those of the noble Duke (Wellington) 
behind him had heen, the first amend 


ment which he had to propose had been 


in point of fact, disposed of in substance 
though not in form, by the decision of th 
other night as tothe limitation of relief 
and the insertion of tl word Doo 

houses” inste d of *© wo 


was, that immediately after the first clause 
another should be — the 
power of apprenticing orphans and deserted 
children. 
medical charities of Ireland, the 
and extent of wh ] 

former evening. 


. ae 
yard : 
insercea FIVINnG 


sa . 
The next had reference to the 


number, and, in his opinion, it was desi. 


rable, that they should be yp! 1 under 
the power of the same persons tio 

who had the manageinent of the poor 
Tue utmost he propos |. however, wv to 
lay a foundation for any future legislative 
measure which might be required on the 


subject. rie be lie ved, th it whi rea com- 


pulsory rate was pal 


Dupiic, these 


establishinents would impeded in 


their operation : for led, 
that the a 


one of the results ofa « 


he knew, 
ral, that 
rate would be to make many per 
draw their subs riptions from 
tutions. His amendment might be 
understood, if read the clause 
which he wished to insert. fhe noble 
Lord 


effect that strict inquiry s 





1) 
MS WIthhe- 
a] = as 
those Wstl- 
best 
} ] 
nowever, if ie 
! , ? 
read the clause, which was to the 
| } 


iould be made 


by the commissioners as soon as Convenient 
into the extent of the hospitals, with re- 
gard both to out-door and in-door relief, 


and that a report should be made to the 





‘LORDS? 


: 
fand the sums that would be annu 


of emigration 


of the grea 
| \ect of Union had been 


; quired for their ipport,. 
] 


(lreland ). 
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s to the number which 


1 


secretary of tate 
er opinion, to be | r vided for 


ought, in t 
the poor, in add 


ition to the workhouses 


t} ld | lv re- 
ile had felt, in 
bill 


l require auxiliiry means to getve it 
{ h 


4} ; 1? 
common with others, that this 





woul 
effect. Amonest 
in his opinion, the 
H[e expressed 


hope, that Her Majesty’s ¢ 


promotion 
. 
Hs 


these was, 
earnest 
vernment 

] a . 
would cons cause it 
} 


as obvious, that the asses 


question, he 


ment which the 


4 Pm rorl ¢ } 
commMiss1oners were alowed O Hane On 





this subj W otally useless for 
th Purp - cl u wh ch lie 
proposed he h: ANXIOUS to direct 
the attention commissioners to 
the ih port ince tte rhe noble 
Lord read the = clause. It might be 


aid, that these things would naturally 


become the subject of regulation by the 
commissioners; but it was not unim- 
portant that whi provisions were mad. 
f, r emicl iti n there hould al 1) be in- 
rafted on the bill such reeulations as 
vould lay a foundation for future legis- 
lation. ‘Then with respect to the 69th 
lau h nust say that it peared to 
: 


When 
> was likely 
thouehet it 
would be found to ' directly against the 

jects which the framers of it had had in 
He thought the best amendmemt 


would be its entire omission. There was 





the manner i 


} } 1 
to be worked was ful 





view. 


another point on which he differed from 


me of |} n Friends with whom he 
renerally ted clause he referred 
to h id been altered in another place and 


as @iven 
int heir 
1th at thelr 

reside in 
full 


there 


in the original form authority w 
to the commissioners to appo 
i ce ‘ . t } 
diseretion. one of their body 
Dublin, and to the Government the 
power of having one commissioner 


Pe acenaces tt eK ee : . 
ror more etlectually Gischargineg the duties 


of the ard, ‘bhe House of Commons 
had, however, altered it from a permissive 


to a 


mandative appointment, making it 


i a 5 a 


. ' . . , : 

recessary for the commissioners always to 
resident in Dublin. 
that the 


e commissioners oucht to be left 


ke kd 
have one of their body 
7 . = } 


convince cone 


complete and unfettered, and that no such 
appointment ought to be made compulsory, 
He might go too far, but he had always 


hel 


} 


and still held, the opinion, that one 
} + the 


OvD]¢ Ct 
the 


a, 
: . 
he s and advantages of 


to assimilate 


the most Important of 
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principles of government, and to centralize | the effect o ibe 4 h hh 

‘ - re | } } , 
the Government itself. such = opimio pita Ce i 
might perhaps be unpopular, but he must ht t eved 


i] 
Say, that when they wer laying t] id would deed f poor) 
foundation of a great system of polity, | le | 
regretted, that a mandatory clause should | recei th vh i } » die 
be introduced, making it ; 
have a sort of separate Government. tver hould be two mimissiouers in 
one who had resided in Ireland knew how | Ireland, as he «i hink that one woul 


liable all men who were removed from | be able to perform the duty ¢ utly. 





necessary to} It was | 


control, were to be influenced by party i v1 { { yoen 


i 
feelings. Anxious, th retore, Wn ti thi ! I ) I Lord with 
administration of this law, that such res} tr ial Cnariti ind emigi 
consequence should be avoided, he must | tion, v ug u r the consideration 
H 4 } 4 ‘ +4 } : 
Say, that, under the circumstat ; Comnil » 1 nould receive 


infinitely preferred a permissiv: clause attenti fr Che noble Lord 


such as that which had been first intro- l ; » ad ted to ft { use, In 
duced, to the mandatory o vhi \ t ting of tenements under 
been since it serted in th Let fiat : ueht 1 1] t would be 
clause not only Fave to the « mm loners mu i I ‘ tl { it particular 


the p wer ol having one con ! ( ] t \ Leee. The 
resident in Dublin, but also of ntinuing Ol m c] 


that residence as long as they might cor ! I t siden { 
sider it necessary, at th Thy time not rel » could 
holding out a permanent separate adin 1 tl Lord that 
nistration. Ue had been anxious to sug- | } pinion it wou neces- 
gest these two p tuts to the consideration | sary t a | il 

of the noble Lord (Melbourne V1z., t 1] t aw. it 
compulsory app ntment of a lent | wou i bhi ring the 
commissioner, and the e mpti un from velty of the measure, t cl the great 
rating of all tenements under ar pense the bill would ent upon the 
oh There was a great apprenel sion as t | intry wit ut th superintendence of 
the number of ofhcers to be created y n | pow HH | no appre hen- 
this measure, and he thought it ld be | n tha ers would be appointed 
satisfactory, and lessen the unfayourabl ju ! I 5 OF ti nh were 
feeling that existed in Ireland o t ib ll Vy! my” carrying the mea- 
question, if the noble Lord (Melbou fsure into cffect, vy estimate as vet 
could give any information on thi ib could n 

ject. He therefor hegged 4 asi i j hordshil C ommiuttec 
noble Lord the number of assist -| \ mendme: Several 
missioners, and the amount of the Lto. ‘Che Com- 
ries, which it was proposed to hay | mitt 

Ireland ; because it was obvious, th n| 

going into Committee, their Lords ips | = 

would look with ealousy to those parts | | \ 


] 
of the bill which provided any number ¢ 
paid officers. It would be a serious addi- 
tion to the necessary rate to have t 
expense of salaried officers the number of 
whom had been stated to be petweel 
7,000 and 8,000. He knew the number 
of applications already had been v 
great, and he thought he traced in th 
the feelings of those in Ireland who 
most anxious for the working of tlic bill. 

The Earl of Wicklow was opposed to 
some of the amendments which his nobl Ber 
lriend had referred to, and the first was. il. —B 
giving the control of the dispensaries t ee ‘ : 


the commissioners. If it were adopted, € the Irish Medical ¢ 


; 


” 
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Basque Provinces.] Lord Muhon 
said, it would be recollected that during 
the discussions on Spanish affairs, the noble 
Lord had stated that the privileges of the 
Basque provinces had no real or substantial 
existence, and that they would only be 
found in old documents. Now, he had 
been informed that circumstances had 
lately taken place in Madrid which showed 
that the Spanish Government were far 
from adopting the theory which the noble 
Lord had propounded. Ile was informed, 
that the Spanish Government was now 
anxious to retrace its steps by anuulling 
the law by which those privileges were 
abrogated. He wished, therefore, to ask, 
whether the accounts received by the noble 
Lord from Madrid bore out those reports, 
and whether the Spanish Government 
would now act upon the true and just 
policy ? 

Viscount Palmerston did not remember 
ever having denied the existence of the 
fueros of the Basques; but he did recol- 
lect taunting the noble Lord with the gross 
inconsistency of supporting the municipal 
institutions of the Basques, when he would 
deprive such a country as Irel ind of those 
institutions. So far was he, therefore, 
from having denied their existence, that 
he had made it the foundation of a just 
reproach against the noble Lord. He 
could not presume to say, what were the 
intentions of the Spanish Government in 
this matter, but he believed that it was at 
all times willing to continue to the Basques 
such local institutions as were compatible 
with the new constitution, and to confirm 
and sanction them. He had no reason to 
believe that the Spanish Government in- 
tended to make avy alteration as to this 
point ; whilst, on the other hand, he be- 
lieved that there was a strong and growing 
feeling in the Basque provinces against 
the tyranny and oppression of Don Carlos ; 
that this discontent had exhibited itself 
to such a degree, that the leaders and 
generals of Dou Carlos had been by him 
arrested and thrown into prison; that the 
greatest disunion prevailed among the 
troops of Don Carlos, and that a state of 
insurrection existed in some parts of the 
provinces. So far, therefore, as the difh- 
culties and discontent with Don Carlos, 
and the conciliatory disposition of the 
Queen’s Government could afford a pro- 
spect of better times, he congratulated the 
noble Lord on the prospect there. 


AFFAIRS OF Tunis.] Sir S, Canning 
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wished to put a question to the noble Lord 
on a subject of much importance. A 
statement had been made in one of the dis- 
tinguished morning papers a few days ago, 
on the faith of a letter from Toulouse, that 
letters had been received from the French 
Government, directing their admiral on the 
coast of Algiers to remain off Tunis, and 
intercept the Turkish fleet, to prevent the 
Captain Pacha from landing any supply of 
men for the use of the Bey of Tunis. The 
question, then, which he wished to ask was, 
whether the noble Lord was aware of any 
orders issued by the French Government, 
which would give any probability of ap- 
proaching hostilities between them and the 
Government of Tunis ? 

Viscount Palmerston had received no 
information upon the subject ; and having 
asked the chargé d’affaires of France at 
this Court if he knew anything of the 
matter, he said that he had no information. 
At the same time, he did not believe, that 
there was any foundation for the report. 
Her Majesty’s Government had _ received 
the most distinct assurances from the 
French Government that it had no inten- 
tion of taking hostile proceedings against 
the territory of Tunis. He (Viscount Pal- 
merston) thought, that the report must 
have originated from circumstances which 
took place last year, and that this was only 
the revival of a by-gone report. 


Royan Manors 1x Wares.] Mr. JJ. 
Ormsby Gore rose to move for the appoint 
ment of a Select Committee to inquire into 
subjects contained in the petition of the 
landowners and others connected with the 
principality of Wales, presented the 10th 
of May last, and praying for an inquiry 
into the proceedings of the agents of the 
Crown, affecting the petitioners. The sub- 
ject was one of vast importance, and had 
been twice discussed in that House. The 
first time it had been discussed was in the 
reign of a monarch to whom the country 
owed so much—William 3rd, who wished 
as a mark of his favour for the loyalty and 
zeal of one of his followers, the Earl of 
Portland, to bestow on him the grant of 
the Crown property in the principality of 
Wales. On that occasion the House of 
Commons took up the question warmly, 
and petitioned his Majesty that the grant 
should not be made. At that time it was 
stated by Baron Price, that the rights 
were so undefined, that the grant would 
produce a collision between the interests 
and privileges of the Crown, and the rights 
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a4 
and privileges of individual : subje cts of the } 


The last occasion when this mat- 


ualogous to the 


Crown. 
ter was discussed was a 
It occurred in the reign of 
in the year 1779, when a 
commission was issued, sending a gentle- 
man on aroving commission, to try what 
could be done or extorted from the in- 
habitants of the principality to enhanc 
the value of the emolum« isi 


present. 
George 3rd, 


nts arising from 


that part of the country. In the ca 
the knight errant, a specific salary was 
paid, but in the case he was about to 


bring before the 
the Crown rents 
flicted on the principality, was allowed 1 
the agents of the Now, the ap- 
pointment of Probert was anal 
present case, because now a gentleman had 
been appointed under the direction of the 
Commissioners of Woods and Forests, who 
was now pursuing the self-same cours 

viz., exacting where exactions had never 
been made before, holding manor 
and courts leet where they had never be- 
fore existed, compelling the payment of 
rents never before demanded, and going 
in fact, be yond th e Nullum Te mpus Act 
It was time, when the noblemen and gen- 
try were w: arned off their own prope rty <2 
individuals unknown, 
braided in their own halls by strangers to 
the land, and the underlings of office, it 
was time for the country to look into the 
matter. tHe called 
of the Crown 
manors in the principalit 
the last man in the 
wish to see the 
ticle of those rights and privileges whicl 
had been awarded to it to support that 
dignity and station which the 


[louse, a p r cebtage on 

‘ } ; ° P 

and other exactions in- 
! ee 


Crown. 





ous to th, 


courts | 


when they were Up- 


in question the 
to the P ossession of any 

“a he wa 
country who would 
Crown shorn of one par- 


Crown of 


this country ought to hold in the eyes of |' 
the world at large. But, with the exception | 4" 


of the marches, he denied the existence of | 
manors in Wales, though they had been 
endeavoured to be established, not by 
lawyers, but by the tricks and cajolery of 
underlings instructed in 
There was at that moment a letter 
from Lord Chief Baron Richards (and it 
was supported by the opinion of Lord | 
Kenyon) asserting that ther | 
things as manors in 
word ‘‘ manors” was certainly us 
grants made in the times of Flizabeth and | 
of James 2nd. No doubt the word “ manor’ 
was contained in many grants. He had 
inspected many old title deeds, and there | 
was not a single deed in which the word | 


extant | 


e were no such | 


din the | 


fhas been stealing 
| therefor 


somerset t-house | pl 


North Wales. The | 


| perty, it had encouraged 


bis possession three positive pro 
i 
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‘manor’’ was not used, but it did not 
bear the meaning which was applied to it. 
The word “manor” was derived from 

ranerium, a Latin word, _ uses by Wotton 
in his translation of the Statutum Wallie. 
xplanatory of the Welch word mainou/, 


; ete : 
ne: known as a description of a certain 


territory hich was cain derived from 
, — Ol stones wel the usual 
boundaries in the mountains of Wales, 
nd there they ere to be found at this 
moment i were no feudal tenures 
in Vi d if this committee wer 
rrant } ould pre t t their exist 
merely a notion It was a very 

tim ey that Lord Mostyn was 
warned off his own land by a wretched 
individual whom nobedy | v anything 
f Chis was a licen ed | - who had 
an appointment as game-keeper from the 
Crown. However, he was dealt with as a 


common poacher, and punished as such. 

i assert, On behalf of the 
per pli of Wales, that the ¢ 
richt to make such appointments He 
had heard a gentleman Saye? How is it 
that Mr. Ormsby Gore puts himself so 
forward in this matter? The fact is, he 
from the 


s to make it 


rown had no 


( row, and 
out that the 
Crown has no right at all. Why, could 
an this ? Was it 


, , ont 
, he wan 


anything be more absurd tl 


it aself-convicted lie? ‘Good God ! Sir,”’ 
continued ye hon. Me mber, with great ani- 
mation, “1 h dl been playing the rocue, 
would T ea oe into my rocueries ? 
i fy \ dividua ) prove, that I 
\ put my) I ipon single inch of 
und belor to tl Crown, ort a 

r filched, « ole, or cribbed, or what 

V ma be t W F WVLOINe What 
eV belon to it. but these accusa- 
tions id been mad rains rt} also 
il | vitl i ittl cause H KNeW ver 
well what the reason ¢ tl s 18 was to 
leter } } nd otnel \\ ch rel ] men 
m t vhich they w pursuing 
So | | er, as the inhabitants of the 
rincipality 4 pleased to repose con- 
fid he would never flinch from 


ot « pla t ag st the Crown was, that 
lies had n granted to individuals to 
search for minerals on the private property 
f several persons. In some cases, even 
where the Crown had alienated t pro- 


its minions to 
rch for minerals. Of this he had in 
fs, which 
would be 


sufficient as a sample to show 
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the manner in which the Crown had exer- | bill? No. 


cised these oppressive exactions, He 


oC d, that 


begred, however, tO ve unat 
when he spok oO! Crow he did not 
speak of the individual at the head of the 
office of Woods and Forests, but of its 
unde rlings. The first of tl cases was, 
wher a party had, under author ty from 
the Crown, proceeded te raise slates on an 
estate belonging to Mr. Wyt Mr. Wynn 
however, sent to the off of ' Isa nt 
by Lil Cre wn t h ia LY { 
of Jami Ist and ti het ipon 
h roperty w liscontinue at z 
I I ; 
ever, was a case In Waicl OTaAnel ac ) 
found, and found bya gentleman who wa 
capable of reading it; but if the grant 
h id not bec if tLHNcouItLI at id tb l 
und rstood, the Crown ila ive pcr- 
1 ’ 1 


severed in the unjust course which it had 
taken, 


officers into Wales to search for evidence; 


I 
The truth was, that it id sent it 


they attacked 


individuals could prove their right by 


I 
deeds and charters, well and od; if not, 
] ] Pe | 
the aggression on the } of the Crown 
oe : | Tr} eA erties 
was continued. ihese were n sing@uiai 
é : nae 
cases; they had them all Wales, to 


1 cae { 
the annovance and destruction of the 


property of its inhabitants. Having dis- 
posed of these two points, the search for 
minerals and gamekeeper’s licences, he 
came to the actions which had been tried 
for encroachments in 
Wales. He 


would say, ‘* Well, you have your redress, 


a 
was aware that Members 


without coming to the House of Com- 
mons. You have the law open to you.” 
But t OF vn p id no costs, and it pu 
forward some individual, a mere man of 
traw, as its lessee, and 1 verdict was 
obtained, the land was ived to be sure. 
but at a great expel Hecould multiply 
cases in proof of this till the in rose in 
the morning The hon. Member then 
adverted to sammoningz courts leet, which, 
he said, had been illegally and unjustly 
done. He was sorry, he continued, to be 
obliged again to revert to the subject of 
gamekeepers. Authority was given ¢ 

appoint them under an Act pas lin 1828 
But how and when was the clause by 


that authority wa riven, mserted 
11? Not till after the tl 

ing of the bill, when it was introduc 
Nothin 


indeed, how should anything be 


in the bi 
d and 


x was known 


P ASSE d sub S le ntio. 


of it, and, 


, 
known? What was the bill in which this 


clause was contained 7 Was it a wame 


various districts of 
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A bill for the improvement of 
Regent-street. This was the actual fact, 
and was the which the 
Woods and Forests attempted to trample 
on the gentlemen of the principality, who 


} . . 
ym the princes of the 


manner in 


this 


| } . 
descended fr 


country, and then turned round and said, 


Wert 





‘We do not care, bring youl action,” 
when they knew they had no costs to pay. 
The Crown had made several cl ims, too, 
for pretended manorial rights, and they 
had been assailed by every artifice, in 
rder to induce them to pay up arrears, 
He knew of two individuals who were shut 
up in a back room until they avreed to 
purchase from the Crown, and not only 
that, but to pay up several arrears of back 
rent ud, in addition to this, they were 
obl U d to pay for the ¢ veyance, and 


even for the avreement for the conveyance. 
the 
icquiescence on his 


cottaver was attacked by 


part was used as an engine of oppression 


rt 


must bee the House 


to observe, that not one of these demands 
from the Woods and Forests was made, 
but had in the margin a threat that, if the 
vere not complied with, it would 
He 
considered the people of Wales to have 
been tyrannically and unjustly treated. 
What he demanded of the House upon 
their behalf was a committee, before which 
he would prove the several 
allezations which he made; and if that 
should report, as he felt no 
it would, he would call upon 
to throw the shield of its protec- 


} } 
aemana 


b enforces d by an Excheque r proce ss. 


ngage to 


committee 
doubt that 


T 
t] » yUIS¢ 





tion over oppressed and injured subjects. 
The hon. G 
that a Select Committee be ippointed to 


ntleman concluded by moving 


> 


qu into ubjec 3 
petition of the landowners and others con- 
nected with the principality of Wales, 
presented on the 10th of May, 1838. 

Mr. Richards seconded the motion, and 
could not consider himself justified in 
giving a silent vote upon it. It 
subject which required the immediate in- 
ierference of the Legislature. It had pro 
duced serious grievances amongst poor 
holders of land in Wales, and he trusted 
the evils arising from those proceedings 


. | | 
contamed in the 


Was a 


4 , 
ird read- | would not be suffered to exist much longer. 


He was aware of those evils from his own 
He had a personal knowledge 
of many facts which would prove the ex- 
which oppressions had 
reached : but he was of opinion that before 


observation, 


those 





,uhe 
4 





yihe 
‘ 
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; 1 1 p , 
a committee would be the most ttl t Crown, the ree W re d, and 


a 
place to state them. Che pp sod { were accused of oe r too far the 
. } 1 ? P 
not require, that he Committ ou er S1c¢ i muta ) ; ent 
c } . ] 4 1 
interiere to any dee. I i] < 
’ ] i ; tit 
aeemed an ov eC} } tufts rit 
} we 1, ’ 
the y mereiy sought an i Heol t ! v did t go 
into th ahliezati ( | uit 
i 
fairly bel I } ° \ vi 


when he h ithe p ! tt Phe: d 
if the hon. Gentleman found t I | , forty 
in conform} with it tl Ve Pe 
not he ust ed inh t ( f 
Inquire into those hout ( had 
onsent of oF : 

motion were hi ( : 


right of the Crow re the ' ke sank: 


could not ta ar tep \ ut tl - if | rainst the 
sent of her Majesty. The hon. Member ne | eation. 
who had Llitl t} tl t , 
ever. sald, that i} i { iC] nal t > t ? el trie 
inquiry into all e allegation ted clain 
petition ; HY ONLY de. | ! {ul \ bus t 


into certain subjects contai In it nd 


Was competent tor 





cert in subj a med I t ( } i it Inves- 
he would inl Du t l 1 t to \ 
use wo t] be if tl ( rh 

enter upon the very question to which they ( ' ted a com- 
could not proceed without the consent for t] Spec the hon. 
her Majesty, namely, the right of t Gentleman they would terfere with the 
Crown? If they omitted this questi most delicate questions of private property. 


the object of the hon. Member would not | The hon. Member had alluded to the gam 
be effected. A centleman had been very 


distinctly alluded to in the course of the spute against Welsh game-keeners had 





hon. Gentleman's speech, who did not by | beet Lup with other matt th 
any means merit the charges that wv t rain 
very plainly made inst hit | : ( int ¢ 
to Mr. Wilkin i} i 1) th 
to blame for any pro ingsot the Crow: com- 
and so far from being personail appoint { ower, it 
able with anythiu ( rvi m { the part 
had recely % th ippr hation ¢ { . 

ceutleman who had | ( it ter 
commissioner since the tim f My l tl tles. but 
kisson, who app unted Mr. Wilkin to 

othee which h i It } } 
said, that before his } apo i ! lotion had 
that Gentleman had en in 1 i | great parties: 
Ofhee. fe was not aware, th \ Ln . 

stigma upon hi n to have lived in ,wh i nt vit 
House, and to have | n \ \ . 1 
meritorious officer. It i | r ' 

to hear those charge when they t ( t time 


lected, that no longer tha vo vears nveyed to t ! 


they were accused of n olect in ther - ! liments whic l I pre- 
lection of the revenues of the Crow! ma \ | is 3, that 


] 1 } ¥*,Y" 
CHAVA ha 1 b en repeated at differ t | | \ ifte) ’ taken 


periods since 17933; and now, when the p ers f ho held 
officers ought to ai charge then ut: f t { mecluded t ‘ oach 
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ments. The actions failed, because, having 
been twenty years in possession, that time 
established their claim as against the pur- 
chasers; but it required a possession of 
sixty years to establish a claim against the 
Crown, and therefore the Crown accord- 
ingly commenced actions as from itself 
against those who occupied the encroach 

ments. This was decidedly unfair It 
was resuming functions which, for many 
years, the Crown had not exercised. It 
was a great hardship upon the poor people, 
and it would aj pear even more harsh when 
the House recollected, that the purchasers, 
if they had a verdict, would not make it 
frechold property, so that it would be 
waste. He did not wish an Inquiry into 
title, but he wished to have an investiga- 
tion as to whether the Crown exercised a 


greater degree of harshness towards those 


poor people in Wales than in other parts of 


the empire. 

Lord Lowther said, that the Crown had 
formerly been in possession of large tracts 
of land in Wales, which had now dwindled 
to an inconsiderable portion. He was not 
of opinion, that in its proceedings for the 
purpose of protecting its property in that 
principality, the Crown had acted with se- 
verity. He had no connection with pro- 
ceedings, which were commenced at the 
direction of the Commissioner of Woods 
and Forests; and so far from the number 
of actions at law being very numerous, 
there had been but fourteen from the year 
1820 to 1836, and only one verdict for the 
Crown. 

Mr. Hail thought, that a committee, 
consisting of Gentlemen, many of them, 


f COMMONS} 








perhaps, having personal and pecuniary tn- | 


terests concerned, was not the best mode 
of settling the abstruse legal points that 
would doubtless be raised in connection 
with that subject; therefore he had made 
up his mind to oppose it. He should wish 


that some inquiry was instituted into those | 


cases of hardship upon poor holders of land 


which undoubtedly existed. In one, the 


holder of a perch of Jand was sued by the | 
Crown for fourteen years’ rent, under a 
| wrong, 


threat to be ejected, if he refused payment, 
although he had never before been asked 
for rent. To increase the harshness, the 
rent was incredibly exorbitant. If an in- 
quiry were confined to cases like this, and 
that the invesigation took place upon the 
spot, he should support it, but not other- 


Wise, 
Sir John Owen said, a commission would 
be very expensive, and he therefore thought 


/ 
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a committee ought to be granted. He was 
anxious for an inquiry. 

Mr. Varburton said, charges had been 
made with reference to purchasers of 
manors _which were not at all borne out. 
In a case that he was personally acquainted 
with, nothing could be more unlike se verity 
than the conduct of the purchaser towards 
those who held disp uted portions of land. 
The purchaser he alluded to was Mr. Watt, 
a name which carried its eulogy with it. 
Ife had purchased a portion of land from 
the Crow n, for 43, OooL, nd there were no 
lessthan ninety-nine encroachments marked 
upon it; om creater number of these werc 
purchased from the occupiers, some of 
them were allowed to remain at a nominal 


rent, and in only one case out of the 


sy 
n 


number did the Crown take possession, be- 
cause in this it was necessary to do so in 


} or * to give vi the possess ion to the pur- 


chaser. He should vote agains st the mo. 
tion. 

Mr. Jervis felt compelled to vote against 
the appointment of the committee, which 
would not give satisfaction to the public 
or the principalit y. The motion of his 
Friend, which was a direct attack on 

. Wilkin and the Woods and Forests, 
a not benefit the parties it professed 
to serve. 

Mr. M. Altwood said, the question was, 
whether or not the Crown had not been too 
remiss in asserting the rights of the pub- 
lic. The result of every examination and 
inquiry would be to controvert every as. 
sertion of the | titioners, and to enfore e, 
instead of relaxing the rights of the 
Crown. The case was not one for the 
House of Commons to entertain, inasmuch 
as it was one simply of the right of the 
Crown in quality of a landlord, and dealt 
solely with private property. A court of 
law was the proper tribunal to try the 
issue raised by the parties petitioning in 
this instance. He must say, that the un- 
called-for yehemence shown by the hon. 
Gentleman who brought forward this mo- 
tion, appeared to him a strong proof that 
he would be found completely in the 
That hon. Gentleman was himself 
one of the parties between whom and the 
Crown, a question had been raised, and 
was pending ; and while he gave the hon. 
Gentleman full credit for not asserting 
any claim which he did not consider 
founded in justice, he must say, that he 
believed the gentleman whose name had 
been introduced in this debate on account 
of the part which he had taken in main- 
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taining the rights of the Crow Mr. m 
Wilkin) quite as incapable as the hon. U1 
Member of urging any claim on the part claim f the ¢ 
of the Crown, which was not perfectly just 1 dort 


and equitable. The course adopted, had 

been fully approved by every Government, related ce] 

and particularly by Mr. Huskisson. Many it 

observations had been made with referet { . | 

to the situation of poor persons who 

made encroachments on the Crown pro- 1 | 
perty, and against whom pr lines had [em] 

been taken. But the terms offered tot! { 


} 


persons on the part of the Crown 
been in any way oppressive, but im 
and moderate. I 
of the committees of 17! 

this subject, which show 

that had been sustained for want of D 





attention to the right the ( 

right hon. Gentleman, th 

Montgomeryshire and the hon. B 

the Member for Denbigh, th ugh holding | t r 

the offices of Stewards for the Crow nd} ought not t 


bound, therefore, to protect its interests, olnted , Crow \ = 
were among the petitioners on this occa-| mission so appointed could rdly 
sion, who supported the encroachments on | satisfaction. and many would be unwillin 
Crown property. The question was, whe-| to produce their title-deeds befor ich a 
ther the claims of the Crown were well} body. He thought the multitude of com- 
founded or not; and that questi m Was one! mi 3] ns already in . hi 

which the courts of | 

called on to decide. If, however, the mo- cireumseril t] rity ft Parhame) 


7 5 . -_) , . 
aw alone should 1 uriou id that 1 tended 





tion were agreed to, he would divide t] In tl r ( 
House on the name of every gentlemar 
connected with the principality of WV 
if any such were proposed on it. 
Mr. Williams I / thou ht the 1) 
tacer's had been treated with son { " 
ness 5 they had occupied the land { nie hip Ine m thea l ht 
years, and had given a value to it, when rights he ¢ 
the Crown interfered and d ded ich, ] 
purchase of it and of the buil f 
on it. He did not deny the right of tl 
Crown; but he thought, in soi in- | ine dormant for a lenet 


stances, the claims had been unjust, and) claims never would have | of 
in others injurious; and that they had | the « 
been enforced in a manner in which the vhether it v : et 1 u 
rights of individuals would not have been , do whet an ividual ¢ t at 
enforced. Suits were frequently insti- | Th 

tuted on the par of the | ro vn b 

the persons received a premium, if they 

succeeded, on the value recovered, but opp 

who were not held respon ib) * they Mr. J { { I] 
failed in making out their 
thought such a system highly improper, | ie] 
and that it was grossly oppressive on ind 
viduals. Then it was said, that no « ( 

on the part of the Crown were mad 
ten years, but he knew of cases in 
the claims of the Crown had been broucl ) Whatever ] ht b 
forward after they had been allowed to could assure the 
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Whiteh ven thi ne would not chan e mane B d T eG Ni WwW. M 
ner with him le denicd, that he was | Brise: ee Ord, W 
. . " . , » | ) T 
engaged in any action at law with the Bi ’ Palme CU. 1 
: A . : susf ry 2 j 
ommissioners of Woods and Forest : s 
aot . ; RB ( | | 
} Bs = } ? | i Cl A ¢ i 
Chere was a ease in which he had given ( Boy p 
notice that hi hould pen ound On a Cl ! p> a 
part of his estates for the pur} an! aa , 1) 
} I Co dt | | } yi. 
ae : 
trying to obtain slate; but he did not Crai WwW. ( Ri rt. hon. T. 8S 
attempt to do that surreptitiously— he | Ci 1. I 1, W 
gave due and proper notice to the Govern- | Crawley, S. ah 
. x . . ' ] ] w i 
ment authorities of his intention. He re- | Dalmeny, L i R. M 
her lid ; Hee} Dashw ts | sd 
membered that h aqid recelve notice mn ? ; ’ 
1 1 > ] } ° ] ] } 1) \ ) KR | J 
reply, but from that day to this he heard f rn a 
5 a" 1 . I ry { 
no more of it, lie had | een Charged With Ir « 1> c I 
. . . . . i i i 5 . 
having personal gratification In view I, ona Gioney Re A. 
and with wanting m ly t presen he | Finch, ] S 5: 
game on his estates for his own pleasure. | Gi 1, A le, Sir W.M 
He had not sported over his grounds for | Gord R tf : 
many years. “ Gentlemen of Scotland, (1) . NN 
: . . / 4 \ 
continued the hon. Viember ‘are ve here Grey, sir G » te W. RR, ¢ 
> _ Se a G J ] ~ 
fasten to this take care of your Inherit- . i G. 1 
WW] . | i . I] b. Stew - 
ance When you find that the mountains 7 Coy 
of Wales are invaded, let your lairds and | y;.,.4 ( ‘ ra, 
your chieftains look to your highlands, for | 149 ‘Sipe fees Seer ence 4 
they will next be attacked Sir, I shall | 7] cB Palt \Ir.Sergeant 
divide the House.” | ( (y \ I i. . pn. .v. 
The House divided:— Ayes 50; No | Phornely, ‘I 
. . ” > t ' 
O08 :—Majority 48. Hoy te. 11 idge, Sir E. T, 
; Hume, J Vigors, N. A 
Lisl Oo] tee AYi It o] ) s It IT. Vi yin , 
Irton, S. Wallace, R 
Adare, Viscount Macker W.! | Jers ve Warburt 5 


Alsager, ( aptain 
Bagot, hon. 
Bailey, J. 
Bailey, J., jun. 
Bell, M. 
Blackburne, I. 
Boldero, I. G. 
Clive, Viscount 


b] 


Cole, hon. A. HI Powell, Colouél 
Cripps, J Richards, R 

1) ke, S J Calg Ritcnat 
Dun nor Viscount Spry, Sir S.J 

| ton, Sir P. | ott GR 

1 rwwes, b. \ ( RB 
Gibson, ‘I Verne C 

Glynne, Sir S. R \ ee 

Gore, O. J. 1 Walch Sic) 
Grimsditch, ‘I Wilk , WwW. 
Ilawkes, 1] Williams, W. 
Henniker, Lord Wood, Colonel T. 
Hepburn, Sir T. B. Wynn, rt. hon. ©. W 
Herbert, h mm. Wynn, Sir W. W. 
Hinde, ys II. : 

IHlodgson, R TFLI 


Lluehe Pe 


Lincoln, E 


Admiral Attwor l, AY 


m 
vlionby, Hl. A Attw 


Aglionby i. M Or 
Attwood, W 


Jervis, S. White, A, 

W'S, White, L. 

White, S. 

\W libraham, 
Winnington, Hl. J. 
Wood, C 


5) 
Macleod, R \\ vy, Lord 
\} 5 }. \ t ; J \ 
Mian Ws 2 
r J A ] | 
l I i 


;} th Con 


| DON, EpINBURGH, AND GLAscow 
RAI WAY. | Mr. Ilo » TTinde rose, 
pursu t to h ne tice, tO Hove..." That a 
lhumb! daly he presented to her Ma 

ty, that she will be graciou ly pleased to 
give directions for the appointment of an 
engineer or engineers, to ascertain aud 


n the best engineering line, for a 
from the North 


dinburgh and Glascow, in 


re port 0 






communication by railway 


of England to } 
communication with the existiny railways 
from the South.” In . 
commission should have been appointed 
aay 


wt 


his opinion a general 


1 made; but, 
which had 
en made by individuals, this was 


railways had beer 


fore any 


Ce ¢ the ( erty ns 


que} 
i 
already 


now impossibl If, however, it had been 


appotnted, not only would many lines have 
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been better, but much expense would have 
been saved. In the Birmingham railway 


72,0002. had been spent, ind in the Great 
West rn Sd o0o00/.. by } irties } romo il o 


the bills without taking into account the 


costs of the oppositi n 


late to make a weneral survey of the coun 


try, yet the objection did not apply to the 


line in favour of which he now 
In taking this course he was uot 


unsupported by prec dents—a commission 


address. 


Was issued tO a military engineer hamead 
by Government on the Brighton line ; bu 


in point was, tl 


what was more completely 
eeneral commission still 
the saine subject in Ireland. It appeared 
that there were ae be miles of ral 

the eastern side of the island to whi 


, 
! 
] 
i 


Parliament had given its sanction, while 


! { 


the extent on the western side was ( 
miles. Parliament should take care not to 
be influenced by 
having arrived at a determination that 

railway should be established, they should 
first decide upon whether tl 
be taken on the eastern or the western 
side, and they should then deerde upon tl 
precise line to be taken. He 
opinion, that the commission should b 
carried on at the public expense, as had 


local prejur Lees, and 


1¢ lin } shoul i] 


been the case in Ireland. He begged, 
therefore, to move for the appointment of 
a commission to ascertain and report on 
the best line for a communication by rail 
way from London and the manufacturing 
districts of England to Edinburgh and 
Glasgow. 

The Altorney-G neral said, that as the 
Speaker could not second this motion he 
had very great pleasure in doing so, and 
he thought, that the statement of the hon 
Gentleman was suthcient to show that it 
was advisable to adopt his motion, Was 
it not a matter of public concern to con 
struct a railway from the metropolis of 
Eneland to that of Scotland, and was it 
not a matter of the utmost importance 
that such an opportunity should be afforded 
and should receive the sanction of this 
Hlouse to carry on the commerce of thie 
country? Controversies had arisen as to 
the best line to be taken, and they would 
be best settled by the app intment of a 
commission, by whom Government engi- 
neers should be employed, who were skil- 
ful, and who besides were not likely to be 
acted upon by local prejudices. ‘The ex- 
pense would be trifling, and would soon be 
repaid by the railway itself, 


f Jun 


And although he 
was ready to admit, that it was now too 


In eNXistence tor 


was of 


SII G VE ‘ Opp 7 t} 
motion He | ih mself beer Dey 
I committ t the « icement 
the pre ~ on, d th h ( to 

| 
{ ‘esolution, that is better t] 
ut should 1 nterler » such 
natters Beside if th (;overnment 
should appoint a commission to take the 
matter into c nsi lerati¢ ny they would mak« 
selves I" pol sible f r th security ot 
the mo v expended, an 1 it was not then, 
I dv: ntage r Ul Government or of 
‘OuUnTIYV th { tl terferen desired 
i ke pla 

Sir A. Dalrym) supported the motion, 

1 fie hehieved, that money toa very great 
mount would be saved by the ipp ‘int nent 
of a Government engineer to decide upon 
what would be the best line. He thought 
this wa prove | by the case of the | rivhtonu 
R vay vhel ater th Government 
engineer had ceased to be employed, an 
xpense of 182,000/. had been incurred in 
the course of two years. 


Vir. IDnone was oft opini n, that the 
Government could not more properly dis- 
pose of the means which they had, than 
by appointing an « nevineer to decide upon 
Ile was convinced, that this 


which was most likely to 


the question. 
was the mode 
advance the interests of the pe ple, and he 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman, the 
President of the Board of Trade, with a 
view to corroborate his argument, how the 
engineer who was employed in the Brighton 
case was pata i 

Mr. C. P. Thomson would answer the 
question of the hon. Member at once, but 
that he thought the proposition of the 
hon. Member 0; posite involved a dith ulty, 
and an objection in principle which were 
The motion was tor 


d sive in the case. 


a Ct mmission to deliberate upon the ques- 
tion as to the best line of communication 
by railway from London to Edinburgh. 
There h 

period, \ 
ascertain the best lines of railway through- 
out the \ 
Baronet who had already addressed the 
House, was a member of that committee. 
Many of the Gentlemen composing the 


committee at first—and he among the rest 


ad been a committee ata fe rmer 
the object of whose inquiry was to 


country: and he, with the hon. 


—were inclined to believe, that the object 
in view was a very proper one; but after 
due consideration they came to a decision 
that, on a close examination of the pro- 
posal, they were convinced that such an 
attempt would be productive in Great 
Britain, at least, of no practical good 
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for, that the various local interests which 
would be involved could not be sufficiently 
considered ; and it appeared to them, 


therefore, decidedly best, to leave rail- 
ways in Great Britain in the hands 
of those who were willing to embark 


their capital in such speculations, sub- 
ject always to the scrutiny and control 
of Parliament. That was the principle 
adopted, and he objected, therefore, to the 
present motion, because its object was, to 
ascertain which was the best line of rail- 
way between London and Edinburgh, the 
object being to ascertain the best of two 
which had already been commenced. Now, 
that was directly in opposition to the prin- 
ciple which had been determined upon by 
the committee. 
ask hon. Gentlemen how they intended the 
commission to proceed? ‘There was a dis- 
pute going on, and the question was, whe- 
ther the eastern or the western line should 
be taken. How could an engineer decide 
that point? He might say which was the 
best line in an engineering point of view ; 
but how could he take into account the 
various interests which must be involved in 
the question? If this was the real object 
of the motion he had no objection what- 
ever to an engineer being appointed to 
ascertain which was the best line of rail- 
way in the point of view to which he had 


alluded. 
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diate means of facilitating the conduct of 
the commerce of the metropolises of the two 
countries. He thought, therefore, that 
the Government was bound, and that it 
was its legitimate duty, to assist the object 
of the hou. Member. 

Mr. Goulburn was opposed to the mo- 
The first question 
was, what course it was intended to pur- 
sue hereafter? for, even supposing that a 
Government engineer were appointed who 
was quite competent to the task, might he 
not look at the matter solely in an engi- 
neering point of view, and without looking 
at all to the necessity and propriety of 
securing a line which would pass through 


and Glasgow Railway. 


lor near the great manufacturing towns, 


He would beg leave to | 


Let hon. Gentlemen adopt the | 


course which he had suggested to be taken | 


in the cases of the Birmingham and Man- 
Let 
them ask for a Government engineer, and 
they should have one directly ; but Ict the 
parties who were interested, and who were 
the subscribers of the money, let them, he 


chester and the Brighton railways. 


said, pay the engineer, and he could as- 
sure them that he would 
slightest opposition to their wishes, but he 
would give them every assistance in his 
power, 

The Attorney-General did not desire 
that anything should be inquired into ex- 
cept which was the best engineering line. 
He must say, however, that it was import- 
ant that the expense should be paid by the 
Government, because until the company 
was formed, there could be no other funds 
to pay with. 

Mr. Hf. Hinde was willing to alter the 


> 


words of his motion to ‘the best engineer- 
ing line.” 

Mr. Pease was disposed to support this 
motion. ‘The line to be adopted must be 
the best engineering line, and the objcet 
in view was to obtain a great and imme- 


| line. 


being too limited, 


not offer the | 





from which necessarily a considerable por- 
tion of the profit of sie undertaking would 
be derived. 

Mr. Mark Philips observed, that the 
best engineering line might be perfectly 
useless as a commercial speculation. He 
did not think that it was a matter for the 
Government to take up, as they might 
thus inadvertently mix themselves up with 
a speculation, and lead to great loss. 

Mr. FR. C. Fergusson was anxious that 
it should be settled by competent author- 
ity which was the best line of railroad. 
He thought that the Government should 
have nothing to do with railways; but he 
regretted that when they were first started 


the Government did not give the aid of 
the engineers to determine on the best 


He knew no other way than that 
proposed to save a most wasteful ex 
penditure of money. 

Mr. Aglionby objected to the motion as 
The object of the mo- 
tion was only to determine which was the 
best line of railroad, the eastern from New- 


now 


| castle or the western from Laneaster. Now, 


he should like to have it determined by 
the engineers which was the best line of 
railroad, without its being limited to these 
two lines. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer said, 
that if the hon. Member would bring his 
motion to a practicable bearing there would 
be comparatively little objection on the 
part of the governmect. The expense 
would be only a secondary consideration, 
but they could not compel either of the 
parties to adopt that which might be de- 
termined on as the best line of railroad. 

Mr. Hodeson Hinde said, that he should 
have no objection to alter his motion so as 
to meet the views of the right hon. Geu 
tleman. 
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Sir RR. Laghs felt an abjection to the 
original motion which had uot been di- 
minished by the debate. Government 
should, in his opinion, survey all the lines 
or none. He did not see any reason why 
this particular line should be selected above 
all others for Government survey. He for 
one certainly did not feel that a sufficient 
case had been made out to justify an ad- 
dress to the Crown. ; 

Mr. Llume said, that Government had 
offered to survey the lines from Newcastle 
to Edinburgh, and from Lancaster to 
Glasgow, should any of the c mpeting 
projectors desire it. ; 
was necessary to be done was to apply for 
such survey. 

Sir George Clerk said, it was perfectly 


impossible, after the ruinous inquiries of 


last session, that any company would come 
forward again to defend a competing line. 
Believing, therefore, that it was of the 
highest importance that a good northern 
line should be ascertained, he trusted that 
the motion would be agreed to, and that 
the expense being so trifling hon. Gentle- 
men opposite would not further oppose it 

The House divided—Ayes 53; Noes 
53: Majority 0 


List of the AYEs. 


Aglionby, H. A. : 
Aglionby, Major Lister, EL. C. 
Bell, M. Loch, J. 
Boldero, H. G Lowther, J. I 
Broadwood, H. Mackenzie, T. 
Busfeild, W. Mackenzie, W. F. 
Campbell, Sir J. Macleod, R. 
Craig, W. G. Martin, J. 
Dalrymple, Sir A. 
Darby, G. 

Duke, Sir J. 


Johnstone, LH. 


Ne eld, A 2 


Nicholl, J. 


Dundas, C. W. D. Ord, W. 
Dungannon, Vise. Palmer, G. 
Fergusson, tt.hn.R.C. Pease, J 


Plumptre, J.P. 
Prae d, W. 1 ¢ 
Round, €. J. 
Stanley, E. 
Style, Sir C. 


Thorne ly, F: 


Filmer, Sir E. 
Gibson, T. 

Gordon, hon. Capt. 
Grey, rt, hon. Sir C. 
Grimsditch, T. 
Heneage, G. W. 
Hepburn, Sir T. B. Verney, Sir I 
Iiodgson, R. Wallace, R. 
Hope, G. W. Warburton, Hl. 
Howard, F. J, Worsley, Lord 
Howard, P. H. Wyse, T. 
Hughes, W. B. rELLI 
Hume, J. Hinde, I. 
Irton, 8. Clerk, Sir G. 


List of the Nors. 


Bailey, J., jun. 
Baines, E, 


Adam, Adm, 
Archbold, R, 


Murray, rt.hon, J. A. 


In that case all that | 
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be oon H. |’ J 
Brotherton, J. Philiy ,M 
Dalmeny, Lord Ric t. hon. T.S 
| Elliot, hon. J. | Rickford, \ 
! Ferguson, Sir R. Salwey, Colo 
| Fleetwood, P. H Scholefield, J 
Goddard, A. S ey, R. A 
H{arcourt, G. G., Smith, B 
Ilayter, W.G : m - \\ 
Hect pe, De Spry, Sir S. | 
mer ert, hon. S. Star WwW. 
Llindley, C. Strickland, Sir G 
I] Sir J. ¢ Palbot, C. R. M 
|} Hfobl Yb L Lord 
I IX Lh : C.F 
i] Sir R. ] | ‘ I 
Kemble, HH \ 5 Ie A 
Ff Iles, hon. W Viv eel 
Ml G.B \\ 
Maule, W. U \\ S 
1M i \ \"\ n.G 
\I rpeth, | 1 Vi \ s, W 
M me 3% \\ ( 
| Bu OR, - 
| Palmer, C. I Sta E. J 
Pal | 1 Vis St I 

The Speaker wave his ¢ sting vote 





S| ' 
against the Motion, which was accordingly 
lost. 


Lirvrenant Hiiyi.] Captain Do ) 
rose to move for a Committee to inquire 
int ) the case of Lie utenant Hill, He was 


convinced that this officer was an ill-used 
man. The hon. and gallant Member then 
stated the particulars of this case, which 
har already been published. He should 
be perfectly satisfied to have Mr. Hill 
tried now by a court-martial. 

Mr. C. Wood opposed the motion. He 
did not conside r the Case a prope r 
be referred to a Committee of that House. 

Motion negatived. 


one to 
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lin I D f CLEY: 
R i I Vas 
M i L Di 
LON la f CLAN 
4 I rt ¢ \ Durham, 
( a II ] Br 
VW I ( 
I \ \ 
—By Lord I UGHAM, f { Not 
\ Z & . 
» Idolatry by el 
I Ivy-lane, ¢ r } | | 
t ( Con ( " ( 
N 1 Life In 4 ( D | 
| for 
il plac » Ss ) 
iby the Queen’s Printer of Print the Bible; 
veral from places in Sx 1, against any further 
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597 Pluralities. 
Wicktow, from the Clergy of the Deanery of Raphoe, 
ra jaining of the operation of the Irish ¢ hureh Tempo 
raliti Bill.—By the Marquess of CLANRICARDE, f 
ryrone, against the Irish Poor-law Bill 


Poor J Aws (Ire AND). | The House 
resolved itself into Committee on the 
Poor-law (Ireland) Bill. 

On Clause fifty-eight, which exempts 
land producing turf and peat from being 
rated, except where any turf should be 
sold, 

The Earl of Wicklow proposed as an 
Amendment, that the rate should be con- 
fined to the turf * so sold,” 
clause now stood it would imply that 
where any sale was made of turf off land 
producing it, the whole land became liable 
to the rate. 

Their Lordships divided on the Amend- 
ment:—Contents 9; Not-contents 45: 
Majority 36, 

On the motion that the Clause stand 
part of the bill, their Lordships again 
divided :—Contents 36; Not-contents 15: 
Majority St. 

The remainder of the clauses were agreed 
to. Report ordered to be brought up. 


because as the 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Friday, June 8, 1838. 


MinvutTszs.} Petitions presented. By Sir JoHn Owen, from 
the Watermen’s Company, and by Mr. Cray, from th 
Watermen on the Thames, against the Thames Steam 
Navigation Bill.—By Viscount DUNGANNoN, froin the 
Town-council of Durham, and from a parish in the county 
of Durham, for the Abolition of the Negro ia prentice- 
ship system.—-By Sir GkoRGE SiNCLAIR, from the county 
of Sutherland, for the better Observance of the Sabbath 
—By Sir GrorGe CLERK, from Glasg ow, against the 


Seotch Burgh Bill. 


Prrravities.| The order of the day 
for the further consideration of this re port 
of the Benefices Pluralities Bill was read, 
and Lord John Russell moved, that the 
Amendments made in Committee be read a 
second time. 

Mr. Hawes objected to the bill on the 
ground of the sanction it gave to the 
holding of pluralities, and, as since the 
former discussion upon the subject the 
House had received a petition from several 
clergymen, and as also a memorial from 
sixty-three clergymen had been circulated 
amongst the Members of the House, he 
thought he was fully justified in again 
bringing the matter before the House. He 
thought pluralities brought not only un- 
necessary odium upon the Church, but 
they were alike prejudicial to the character 
of the cle rgy and the interests of the ] aity. 
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He founded his opinion on the authority 
of the Church itself. The Church Com 
missioners had condemned pluralities. 
Some of the most distinguished Bishops 
had for some years past acted upon this 
view, and had refused to give livings in 
plurality. This occurred more particu- 
larly in the poorer dioceses. In the dio- 
ceses of Chester and Carlisle for three or 
four years past, no living had been given 
in plurality and what could be done in 
ac dioceses could be done in others. 
The main reason assigned for holding of 
pluralities was the poverty of the income 
of certain parishes. But that reason was 
met by the fact that in by far the majority 
of cases, the whole duty was dischi urged by 
curates for less than the whole amount of 
the income of the parish. But, who were, 
in fact, the holders of pluralities? Not 
clergymen with small incomes—not clergy- 
men who were forced to hold them by 
reason of their narrow stipends—but richer 
men. For one pluralist with less than 
200/. per annum, there were six with 500/. 
and upwards. In the diocese of Chester 
fourteen out of nineteen livings a 50/. 
are held singly. Small benefices would 
not be viven unless they \ ielded a surplus ; 
and it was this pitiful surplus in many 
cases which the pluralist drew from the 
working curate. 7 - class of clergy who 
‘nt with the smaller 
livings are not i. — with political and 
Church interest: it was the wealthy plu- 
ralist with political connections who en- 
joyed the licence allowed by law, and 
would enjoy it under this bill. The bill 
would continue a great mischief ; plu- 
ralities would remain. It would, as the 
Derby clers gymen said, leave the evil un- 
touched. Of the livings at present held 
in plurality, 3,060 were within ten miles, 
and this number could be increased, 
would be the case by ———— which 
was a scheme recommended by the Church 
Commissioners, and which the interest of 
patrons would insure. As to the future 
existence of pluralities, something might 
be imagined by the mode in which livings 
were now bestowed. During the last 
three years and a half the Bishops had 
given in plurality one living in three and 
a half; the Crown one living in about 
three; rectors with livings in their gift, 
one in thirteen. Now, rectors were a part 
of the working clergy, and by this dis- 
position of their patronage showed what 
their opinion was of the evil which this 
bill affected to contend with. It wa 
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affectation to call this Church reform. Th necessa >» he do find a) 
noble Lord, by this bill, Vial he ttle | | shonid | l ! | t] thie 


from him the regard of the enlightened | v1 Of 1 ine I li} . 


and really liberal clei \. Phe | Wy ¢ | l e two be = | 

the noble Lord in th hatter Was nd | tha VINE i | 

he said it with reorel preci ly { it alt 1d Tt! hi ‘1 ( ii} 

which alienated other friend I] : 11 nl thy 
always afraid of co too 2 ivi ( 7 ti 
doing too litcle ; and all } rey Crew lorm fil qauties, thre | 1 «I ! 
satisfied with such policy Phe 1 + t] ( oy) | 
Lord had now an oppo tunity of effectir e othe luti to ] 

a great and dec! ensul Cohare t! | fi 

reform ; he was supported by many of t to 1 evils pluralities llowever desir- 
most distinguished Bishops the | le the object of the hon. Member might 
of Chester, Chichester, Durham, 1] he, vet | that unles should p 
iixeter, Gloucester London, O | I terat t \ : 
terborough, and Winchester had not h living as would « Je the person by 
livings in plurality during the last ty vhom it w held t the emolu- 
years, as iar ld be mia il . } . ! dthat 
had never done s rl b] ( ad that 
supported by the great body { 
Phe oppor ity s j ( ) < } rp 
and pluralities t | ma i { { 
would conelud | I } 


] 1 1 , . 
clergyman as h ) ; t Vie) 
taking up tl i I i 
experience Of abou twenty i's he t i l 
vineces me that the i ui amou ! . I Ol i 
: } - } ( } 
resiaence nh th {au - i i li - 
ay plicatic n of its 1 nues, has r ' re ¢ ed to be resident 
injured its useful: | 
do SO unless the COTIeCVaNnecrs i ren t t e the ' had t rform two sery 
The number of benefices without a1 tievery d For th they ved 
: " peers of } ee . : bs ! , 
ncumpent under the proposed limitaty - . 3 1 ter thev hae 
and restrictions Will ei weell r ten ye 5. £0 res it the 
} 1 ° l 1 | } , 
£. OOO, unless pubi ODI yn prevent { with Wines in tft o rhood 
, 7 ° 1 ] ] 4 7 4} 

iV IMpression Is, that the present it ! l \ i meal ind whi 
Be 1 ° - ’ ' ] 1} . : 
not lessen pluralities beyond what they held at t ime time that they wer 
opinion 1s now dol In tl .f N battens 


i ‘ ‘ r 
public opinion, he 


confidence, since the bill of the n | thie 
and the opinion of this Heuse wv r th ing, | doalr 
feared, about to sanction the hol oe t] 


pluralities for the time to come—to bit i ~ \ r undet 
tion the holding of 3,000 livit 1 | } ( Li i I ' thi 
rality. The hon. Member concluded by ye requ lto be re ‘ at thei 
moving that the bill be re-committed ring s nt Hie merely 

Lord John Russell said, that th l l the suby irpose oi 
Gentleman’s intentions were in accordan wing the attenti he Hi to it 
with the terms of his notice, which was en th is hich t enact- 
that the bill should be recommitted wit! ment he hl iuded ft ; Tilt dl « ui 
the view of abolishing sinecures altogether ler col tion. | 


S( Sssedl 1 


This question had been already d 
in that House, and statements had bee rovisions in order t ie exemption 


inade, especially by the hon. Memb Ulowed in other eases mieht be extended 
for Kilkenny. it was not. therefor thi j theme 

necessary for him upon that occasi t Mir. P Lid ; he ob 
enter into the question at any lenet jected to the prin hen es gen 
The hon. Gentleman said, that all 1 y, yet he must say, that he thought 
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Perceval, hon. G. J. Stuart, Lord J. 
Pinney, W. Stuart, V. 

Praed, W. M. Strickland, Sir G, 
Price, Sir R, Sugden, rt. hon. Sir EF. 
Protheroe, Eb. ‘Teignmouth, Lord 
Pryme, ¢ (homson, rt. hon.C.P 
Reid, Sir J. R. Thornhill, G. 

Rice, rt. hon. T. S. Townley, R. G. 

Rich, H Vere, Sir C. B. 
Richard Waddington, H.S. 


Riolfe, Sir Rt. M Walsh, Sir J. 
Round, C. G. W Ibraham, hon, B. 





Round, J. Williams, W.A. 
R i | Wilshere, W. 
I t, G Winnu ae ae 
R , Lord J, Wood, T. 
Russell, | ee: Wynn, rt. hon. C, W. 
Scar] tt, hol au \'- 
Nea) or] (‘o] iel &rELLE] 
Smith, B. arker, J 
Stanley, E.J. Steuart, R 

Li if d) 
Aclionby, Hl. A 
\ lOhHvY, \] ) 
\ttwe dl 
GB ees 
31 t J. 
Bry G. 
Bulwer, E. L. 
( aa WN 
Col j 
Live kK. t: : 
Ln I i Strut H 
i) ( \\ 1), st ea OF 
Mey l o ] » W 
I | \ illace, R. 
I] Curd Warburton, I 
Lhe Ps SP 
Iiume, J. ELLERS 
Ilu at Hawes, B. 


The House then proceeded with the 
cla ises of the bill. 

On Clause 2, 

qs Ty 1/7 . 

Sir H. Verney moved an amendment, 
that the words “‘but such two benefices 
shall not each involve the cure of souls” 
should be introduced after the word “ dio- 


Phe House divided on the Amendment 


s] ‘ ‘ AT ° ° - 
—\yes 425 sNocs Jv: Majority 54. 


\clionby, Majo Cavendish, hon. G. II 
Attwood, T Childers, J. W. 
Baine ie Cl V, \V. 
B i Collier, J. 

lake, W. J. Currie, R. 

Sodkin, J. J. Dennistoun, J. 

Jowes, J. Evans, W. 

cklehurst, J. Finch, F. 


B. Guest, J. J 
} ton, J, Hawes, B. 
sryan, G, Ilector, C. Je 
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Ilume, J. 
Ilumphre ae As 
Leader, J. T. 
Lushington, ¢ 
Muskett, G. A. 
Paget, F. 
Philips, M. 
Pryme, G. 
Russell, Lord ©. 
Salwey, ¢ otonel 
.Y 


ot iniey, WG 


ype irs 


\bercromby, hn.G, R. 
Acland, Ey 1) 
Alsager, Captain 
Anson, hon. C: 
Bagge, W. 
Bailey, Sie 
Bailey, J., jun. 
Baring, hon. W. B 
= rkeley, hon. G. 
rnal, R. 
ey R. 
Broadley, t 
Broadwood, TH. 
Burroughes, II. N. 
Campbell, Sir J. 
Clerk, Sir G. 
Cole, Viscount 
Cant nay, P. 
Crawley, S. 
Crewe, Sir G. 
Darby, G 
Davies, Colonel 
Dungannon, Viscount 


Farnham, 5. B 
Fergusson, right hon. 
R. ¢ 
Filmer, Sir | 
l‘remantle, fe Ay 
Freshfield, J. WW 
Gaskell, Jas. Milnes 
Gladstone, W. E. 
Goulburn, rt. hon. HH. 


t. hn. Si J, 


Graham, 1 
Jlalford, H. 
on ‘Bs 
Hinde, J, H. 

Hobl house, ( B. 
Hodgson, R. 
Hope, H. T. 
Hoskins, K. 

Ilurt, I. 

Ingestrie, Viscount 
Inglis, Sir R. 
Irton, S. 

Jackson, Sergeant 


Kemble, H. 
> 


The Clause agreed to. 


On Clause 4, 


Pluraltties. f Ji 


Stansfield, W. R. ¢ 
Stuart, Lord J. 
Strutt, | 

Style, Sir C 
Vigors, N. A. 
White, A 
White, S 
William W. 


i 
I ‘ 
| ea) 
| yn, Sir ¢ 


Murray J. A 
| 

O'l wal} I 

r Cie VE: 

|}? t ILS 

Pa ( ( 

Pa Decl 

Parnell, Sir fH] 


Plumpt Pes 
raed, W. M 

— : 

i lie ge 

Rice, rt. | Pos 
Rich, IH. 

IR Is. R 

| re I l 
i ¢ I R. MM 
Pound 

Ol 1, ( o & 
Round, J 
tushbroke, ¢ 
Russell, Lord J 
Scarlett, hon. J. 4 
Seymour, Lord 
Sibtho , Color 


rp 
Somerset ee 


> 
Stanley, Ih. 
Steuart, R. 
Suede Dn, rt hon. Sir FE. 
feignmouth, Lord 


Vere, Sir C. B. 


1dinegt 1 
Vall, ¢ B 
\\ lsh, Sir J 
Westenra, 
Willia W.A 
Winnin ia 
Winnit 5 EE. 3 





Wood. 
Wynn, rt. hon. C. W. 


l 


I 
Gordon, R 


Wo dd, ( 
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llowing 


substituted _— ** And be it 





nact I | person, holding 
i i > 
ny benefice involving the cure of souls, 
shall accept or take to hold therewith any 
ther benetice 1 the cure of souls 
unles ich b t ( tuated ¢ uti- 
THOUS ) | ! th parish 
chur ire within three miles of each 
her, and the united population of such 
» bene lo t ex L 5,000 uls, 
| t] Init dl | OM 0 l h two bene- 
tices amount to less than 750/. per annum. 
Pte tated that Dr. Chalmers had said in 
lectures, that in no « hould the 
po} ti } nd yr ingle clere yy= 
i A , - 
mat eced 1,500 or 2,000 _ persons, 
hereas he had propo dt t the number 
hould be limited to 3, He believed, 
that thre v of the hurch of England 
ere t most ¢ } bal 1 ful, and excel. 


id he did net censure them, but the sys- 
tem { ppea dl, that 1 | cland the ré 
e not | } O00 benefices held in 
plurali . d of course th ! part ot 
thes ithout resident clergy- 
m 
\I I] 1 tl ndment. 
It would | nden to corrupt the 
morals of the clergy; it would expose 
hem to pta i th Hlouse should 
men bet } ho ountry wW is educae 
m more wanted than in England, and 
| was the peri | to provide for this 
moral necessit\ In no try in Europe 
d here exist so much crime as in Eng- 
land at present, and 1 10 intry was 


nisery re. 
from that criminality. In his 
opinion there should be no pluralitic s, and 
amendment 


of his hon. Friend as the lesser evil, yet 





th irse b calculated to serve the 
cal f true religion, and consequently 
efit the people, \ ld | abolish plu- 
l lit Cs ult (Fh ¢ the 
Mr. ¢ said, that hon. Members 
vl wer yan is to lessen Church 
revenu 9 should rec leet that it was ne«€ 


cessary to afford clergymen a suflicient in« 
ducement t perfect themselves, not only 
in that education which would pass current 
mongst the ir flocks but th it ec le siastical 
i would tend to render 
teaching and example, to 
improve th bse condition of their flocks. 


W hich looked no 


nea 


It was a one-sided view, 
further than to mere reduction, without 
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consid ring whether that reduction wouid 
} } 
be to such an extent would tend to 


ich ney of the cier 4 
Church of England for those duties which 
. ’ } } 1.) } 


it was intended they should discharge. 


When hon. Members obj cted to the bill as 


} 
j 


’ 
{i 


lessen the « 





not going far enough, they should remem- 


ber that it not only hi vited he el 
with respect to re sid mce, but a » TO DvV- 
i 


pulation and revenue, it had been ud, 


} VW 4] 4 oh aaeiall } 
by an hon iember on th other side, that 
clergymen could be found to wi 
curacies for a very small remuneration. 
This was a most fal mode of reason 
Ine; for a youne clergyman, exp ng 

: I 
future preferment, wou { 2 
i oS ee sae ie ] : rh ees 
LIVIl li 1t Wel l ! i ’ 

} ] ° > 
in order to pl himself in th f 
advancement Lo » such | - 

} } ‘ } 
cipte as hoy the smal t li it 
' 1 1 J 
\\ nuld a I el a \ l I Vi a l 
flee : ’ ; : 
injurious tendency. It would | Y 
effect of causing a ! il uceession of 


curates, thus removing a clergyman when 


he was becomine’ a U inted 
characters and feel of t ”) 
his spiritual « 
Chur¢ hould ( por 
othe) profession, \ untol h 
availed th l f } pune 101 
merely because the positicn which they 
attained, placed them « he way to ad- 
vancement. Lie CS Ibu sted 
that the inf ior lerey uld be bett l 
paid before m ich tim should clay e. for 
he was happy to say, that tl eeneral 
feeling to pror ide for them was increasing 
every year. and he trusted the re ra. 
tion afforded, would be vay uffici 
t encoulract I 
to undert } ] MPO t Ss 

Mr. ¢ ( id, tl permit 
the holding of livings within a distan oO} 
ten mil they rather embarrassed thi: 
assisted by the spirit ul D 
which it was th t by e hon. Mei 
bers, was Caiculat mucil I es 
A resident cui only requis Oct il 
superintendence. They s uld endeavoul 


to afford an inducement to youn r oentle- 
3 ] . 4 . - 4 
men of talents and attainmen 


the Church asa profession, Now, he found 


that the pluralities were all in the hands of 


Ne. a 
persons possessing ereat influence—tin fact 





that those received the advantages of plu- 
ralities who least required any assistance 


of that description. In one ease, the 
were five benefices held by 
and one of them was worth 1,000/. per 
annum. Surely it was not 


s ] 
to the limits pre ed by t] 
i i 
for, in ad of } ti end 
ty rather te netiol 
t nresent within smnit-ot 
Lord J. J aid, the 
+} ] 
the mover r the amencdme 
} ! 
there ought to be Furth 


H06 


He objected 


1] 
I Yh lord. 


! CAl il} 
ten miles 
l ment of 
4 ? 
if tis, that 
He - | 
itn tion ol 
; ; 
plated in th 
| } 
who had i 


} ? } , 
sat do 1, had cont ( i, that tne ought 
7, 
to be no limitation I limitation wa 
mad then th House would actuall 
wMctiol a ¢ tain extent the he lding of 
; : ; : . 
t hees | lit | mm. Member 
i ° 
Wi I t) l dl th) ( Ol 
} “es } 1 . c 
1 LiVI ! Vil wid foul ( neces mM 
4 ’ ] 4 ] 
pluralit ud complained that such a state 
C 4] ! Ee +" } 
of thing u ye pert d: yet, when 
i 
1 1 } } 
he brought forwai I) which would 
1 4) 
have t { uch cases 
i 
. 1 , \ 
On ul} tutu. t! I n \lembe1 
, } 
] S rm 101 ») Oppose th 
] ] F ° 
ul ! } | l it 
] : a } 
Wy propose 
I l I l, therefor 
I { l Ul 1) roy 10 
i 
( I 
) } 
i ig { xf Mery that 
| ] } 1 - ] 
t ol tt ve \ d trerently 
ym ii ht hon. Friend (Mir. Goulburn), 
7 ] } 1 l . 
He « Chink that t! Cas t two 
] } | ] ° 
Vil Ss. Withl i n es « each ther, a d 
} 1 1 “Cee 
ich of th lue of such living 
ought not to | held by « perso H 
illing to allow, that a small livin 
a ) a, } . 
reht | divantageously bh 11 conyuNne- 
l Wit = l but Cons ley d a 
Livin Or ft Valt i) LO 5 4 
; 1 } 
ie} 1a r men or talent to 
enter % , ( yruld \ id, that 
, , ’ ° 
{ ( ( pal ul not pe ade- 
4 1 1 ' 1 
rat erformed | person who looked 
to 1 rine l onl i n S50. pel 
nnum No o1 ic wa re, would say 
te eek ed } nes : 
and he knew i ( were I1VING’sS Wel 
] } 1 } Pas. 
hi » large, ind i@re tue Gulles were 
} ry } ] acm : 
properly performed, although the incum- 
1 ] | ] ] . { 
nts ced f fH} her preferment. ar 
! 1- ¢] ] A aae , ; 
i th t! wheli he livings amounted 
1 O/ { Ol that thi 
‘ ] , ao 
il hou Gu ha e the benelit of a resi- 
. ’ : : 
det clergyman lt rh he should 


’ : } : ‘7 
willingly Inerease such livings, 1f means 


teould be devised for that 
Te 








. ‘ al 
cul Wa al 
rishioners ie WhO Wa 
1 ? 1 ° 
th them titi such time as 
| rment hereas, t 
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purpose, \ 


way looked n by the pa- 


ily to remain 
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could ob 


incumben 
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it in his power to be much more useful I} rnc, Sir t ‘ Sir KR. M 


Having to choose between two prop i i we. ( 
tions, he should, for the reasons h i i : 
stated, support the amendment, whi : ss I 


rt 


went to limit the holding of benefices i 
a 
plurality. 
Sir Robert 1) U lis did not rise to def i Ing NS 1? . 
the bill as it stood. but 0 a HLress his i | 
revret, that his right hon. Friend (M Kem tl | | 
Wynn), had not been present when the 4 Siri * Ib. 
bill was discussed on a former oceasio) 


It was no doubt desirable that every - gs = ? iH. s 
parish should have rad resident ra r\ Ll "> 7 " 
but the attainment of tl object | "i ' 
impossible, and ther ‘fore he was bour { | } ; i] \\ ee 

inquire what next best coul 

In his opinion, the next | 


supplying the people wit 


tion would ina great degree be attained | 
) i 


*) 1 ' , 
the present bill, and hould, theret 
give tle clause his support t had b = : 
amin @link tins apne, yas AN 
argued that there wer no plu , u ‘ ' 
lowed li tne chu h of | l . | if R 
- } " ’ cr } ° 
was DY no means the ¢c * for pluralities \ a Ct 


had been allowed in that church a ( ] ( 
since as previ Li n. Kt 
Indeed, the holding of bishonpri In plu- 
, rality was tolerated in the churel 
Rome, and nepotism was practised 
extent which would not be allowed in 7 ( 
Protestant country. Did the hon. Mem-  « Sick. ton: > aie 
ber who argued, that plurali ies W ! Cay 6.80 : 6) 
allowed in the church of R 
the number of livings held by Card ( 


Wolsey ? He consi lered t] it tl by ; 

before the House was caleulated to be pro- as 
ductive of much good, and as he app . , . 

of the clause under discussion, he sl ( Ci. ] , ; 


vote against the amendment. 1) \ 
eae 


Dr. Nicholl said, th 
by the hon. Member opposite of { ene- | ’. Suse 


fices being he ld by one )~ rson, 1 lat a » ’ \' ‘ We 
benefices which were valued at less 6 NA. 
10/. in the Kine’s books. It w: t ba mS 
cases which were considered grievance I 
and which would be entirely got rid 


| the present Bill. I I mM ] a $s agreed 


The House ¢ 


Ivided on thy Ol 


. | . eave Pe ¢ " . , 
motion—Ayes wf s Noes 53: M LPO) \ Jil th ¢ Nii Freshfield 
: i V¢ is I mM d Chat he i ishops 
List of the AYEs. J oe Spee fu 
: Acland, T. D, Dick, Q t ce to any ritual pel who 
1 Adan, Sir C. Dungannon, \ hall | wvevented from residing in the 


RY. r ; ; « ’ : 
Bagge, W : meerton, Ail t ! ! ouse oT res cle ( ) vithin the 
Barnard, E. G. Estcourt, ‘I rf f the | irl 

: ts of the ‘nefice ¢ 1 piritual 
Bernal, R. or rouss¢ ts DR. 2eeN | } : ; 

‘ ‘ ‘ , x) wv anv danger slinaca ar e 
Boiling, W. Freshfi ld. 7 VW i ; A i l 2 } Ol mn 
re . | P , firmity of body of him i r of his wife 
Courtenay, P. Goulburn, rt [] aan : , aes 
Crawley, S. Hale, R. B. hild, making part ¢ residing with 
Crewe, Sir G. Ilalford, | litm as part of his { hy mca- 
Dalmeny, Lord Ifarcourt, G | ity of mit f | person, 
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Lord Dungannon opposed the amend- 
ment, which he thought would open the 
door to a series of evils. 

Lord John Russell agreed more with 
the noble Lord the Member for Durham 
than with the learned Member for Penryn. 
This was one of the latest points considered 
before the bill was introduced by the 
members of the episcopal bench, whom he 
had consulted, and who concurred in 
thinking that the door ought not to be 
opened to that which might lead to a 
prevalent abuse. To the words, “ dangerous 
illness” he would not object, because there | 
might bea check, but when the power | 
was extended to all cases of infirmity of 
body of the clergyman, or of his wife, or 
child, he thought that the door would be 
left open for evils. And for these reasons 
he should oppose the motion. 

Amendment withdrawn, remainder of | 
the clauses agreed to. 

Mr. Hume proposed to add the follow- 
ing question in the second schedule— 
“What is the gross annual value of your 
benefice 2” 

The House divided :—Ayes 35; Noes 
81: Majority AO. 





| 


List of the Ayrs, 
Aglionby, H. A. Easter; GC: 


Aglionby, Maj Lushington, C. 
Baines, F. Martin, J. 
Bannerman, A. Philips, M. 
Beamish, I. B. ¢ Protheroe, E. 
Berkeley, hon. C. Pryme, G. 
Bewes, T. Salwey, Colonel 
Brocklehurst, J Sheil, R. L. 
Brotherton, J. Sinclair, Sir G, 
Childers, J. W. Strutt, FE. 

Clay, W. Style, Sir C. 
Collier, J. Vigors, N. A. 
Duncombe, T. Wallace, R. 
Evans, W. Williams, W. 
Gillon, W. D. Williams, W. If. 
Hlawes, B. Worsley, Lord 
Howard, F. J. TELLERS. 
Hutton, R. Finch, I’. 
Johnson, General Hume, J. 


List of the Nots. 

Craig, W. G. 
Darby, G. 
Douglas, Sir C. FE. 
Dowdswell, W. 
Dundas, hon. T’. 
Dungannon, Viscount 
Egerton, Sir P. 
Egerton, W. T. 
Elliot, hon. J. E. 
Ellice, Captain A. 
Estcourt, T. 


Adam, Admiral 
Alsager, Captain 
Bagge, W. 
Bainbridge, FE, T. 
Bernal, R. 
Blackburne, I. 
Broadley, IH. 
Burroughes, H. N. 
Busfeild, W. 
Chute, W. L. W. 
Clerk, Sir G. 


{COMMONS} 


lreshfield, J, W. 
Gordon, hon, Captain 
Goulburn, rt. hon. I. 
Grey, rt. hon. Sir C. 
Grimsditch, T. 

HTale, R. B. 

Hastie, A. 

Hayter, W. GC. 
Hobhouse,rt. hn. Sir J. 
Hobhouse, ‘T. Lb. 
Hope, G. W. 
floskins, K. 

Ilughes, W. Bb. 

Hurt, I’, 

lutt, Wi, 

Ineestrie, Viscount 
Inglis, Sir R. 1. 
Jackson, Sergeant 
Kemble, H. 
Labouchere,rt.hon, UH. 
Law, hon, C. E. 
Lennox, Lord G, 
Lockhart, A. M. 
Lushington, Dr. 
M’Leod, R. 
Manners, Lord C. 8S. 
Maule, W. H. 
Mildmay, St. P. J. 
Monypenny, T. G. 
Morpeth, Viscount 


Dr. Nicholl moved 
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Paget, Lord A. 
Palmerston, Vise. 
Parker, HR. T. 
Perceval, Colonel 
Plumptre, J. P. 
Rolfe, Sir R. M, 
Round, C. G. 
Russell, Lord J. 
S« arlett, hon. J. Y 
Sibthorp, Colonel 
Smith, R. V. 
Spencer, hon. I’. 
st inley, W..0, 
Steuart, R. 
Stuart, Lord J. 
Strangways, hon. J. 
Thomson, rt. hn. C.P, 
Townley, R. a. 
Vere, Sir C. 3. 
Waddington, IL. S. 
White, L. 
Wilbraham, hon. B. 
Wilshere, W. 
Winnington, H. J. 
Wood, T. 
Woulfe, S¢ rgeant 
Wynn, rt. hon, C, 
TELLERS. 
Gordon, R. 


Nicholl, J. 


the insertion of a 





Codrington, C, W. Filmer, Sir E, 


clause, exempting from stamp duty all 
instruments connected with the admission 
to benefices under theannual value of 2002., 
of spiritual persons not holding any other 
benefice, or cathedral preferment of the 
annual value of 1502, 

Lord John Russell saw no reason for 
extending such an indulgence to this class 
of persons in particular. No doubt the 
stamp duty was found burdensome in a 
great many cases, but this was not the 
only class of persons who felt the incon- 
venience, and if the stamp duties were 
remitted in every case where they were 
found inconvenient, there would be no 
stamp duties collected at all. 

The House divided:—Ayes 46; Noes 
55: Majority 9. 


List of the Ayts. 


Dowdeswell, W. 
Duncombe, T. 
Dungannon, Viscount 
Egerton, Sir P. 
Everton, W. T. 


Alsager, Captain 
Bagge, W. 
Baines, FE. 
Blackburne, I. 
Blackstone, W.S. 
Broadley, H. Estcourt, T. 
Burroughes, IH. N. Filmer, Sir E. 

Chute, W. L. W. Gordon, hon. Captain 
Clerk, Sir G. Goulburne, rt. hon, H. 
Codrington, C. W. Grimsditch, T. 
Darby, G. Hale, R. B. 

Douglas, Sir C, E, Hope, G, W, 
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Howard, F. J. Scarlett, hon. J. ¥ Bishop of Derry, f I lerry, f 


Hughes, W. B. Sibthorp, Colonel 2 - j ae 

Jackson, Sergeant Sinclair, Sir G 1 ae é 
‘ ae 

Johnson, General Stuart, Lord J. aes aii a ~~ 


Law, hon. C. EF. Vere, Sir C. B. ' a cartel te By | 
Lockhart, A. M. Waddington, HH. S. } Srrax ed the ¢ f Cast 
Mant ers, Lord C.S. Wilbraham, hon. b. N : 
Monypenny, T. G. Wood, T. ’ 
Parker, R. T. Wynn, rt.hon. C. W. 
Perceval, Col. CANTERBURY FANATICS ~ PREROGA- 
Philips, M. rE LLERS. lrive or Merncy.) Lord Broueham said, 





Plumptre, J. P. Inglis, Sir R. UH t acel respect to the observation which fell 
Round, C. G. Nicholl, J. | frum the noida Tike she wther welt eats 
List of the NOEs. } the manner In which the pre gative of 

| merey shot ld be CX rcl ed, he (Lord 

Adam, Admiral Lennox, Lord G | Teaunive ; sia Slik Chiba Aes ee 
Aglionby, IH. A. List re Be. single person who either at present or at any 
Aglionby, Major Lushington, Dr ae ; i 1 ¢] PE Rey CME ny 
Ball, N. Lushington, ¢ RPE AEN perl med . situation of Judge 
Bannerman, A. Martin, J. or OF Magistrate in the dispensation of the 
Beamish, F. B. \Iaule, W. TH. criminal law of the country, who did not 
Berkeley, hon. C. Mildmay, P. St. J. isympathise with the feeling of the noble 
Bernal, Rt. Morpeth, Viscount Duk upon that subject If ever there 
Brotherton, J. almerston, Lord was one department in the administration 
Busfeild, W. rotheroe, E, of the Government of a country from which 


] 
| 
Campbell, Sir J Pryt ; . ' 
: ‘ nae a eee ’ more thai anothe) ought ositively to be 
Clay, W. if 2  o5 : Set 
| Fexciuded a 
\ 


access of private application, 


Craig, W. G. > cae an 

Elliot, hon. J. FE. Salwey, Colonel }it was that most delicate, difficult, and 
Ellice, Captain A, Sheil, R. L. | most aNX!ous as we ll as Important function 
Evans, W. Smith, R. V. lof advising the Crown in the dispensation 
Finch, F. Strutt, E. tof the criminal law—which was the true 
Gillon, W. D. Style, Sir C. meaning of the prerogative of merey. That 
Greenaway, C. 1 homson, rt hon.C, P. prerogative was to be exercised, « ithe r be- 
Grey, rt. hon. Sir C. Vigors, N. A t 

Ilastie, A. Wallace, Rh. 
Hawes, B. Williams, W ee ° aie ; 
Hobhouse, T. B. Williams, W. A. behaviour of the culprit subsequent to his 
Llobhouse,frt. hn. Sir J. Wilshere, W. sentence, gave him a claim to the merciful 
Ifoskins, Kk. Winnington, HH. J consideration of the Crown. Every one of 
Hume, J. Woulfe, Sergeant the judge , and every one who had been a 
Hutt, W. ELLERS. judge, must, therefore, heartily coneur in 
Hutton, R. Gordon, R. the observation of the noble Duke upon 
Kemble, LH. Steuart, R. th} Et. hewned nie 4 


is subject. ( 


he punishment awarded to the 


thi nee was too he ivy, or hi Cause the oy od 


r( l Oo move for 
Report received, and Bill to be en- ‘a \ py of the correspondence which had 
crossed and read a third time. taken place with the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department respecting an ap- 


: : ie ; y S : ; 
plication for the dischare: irom prison, ot 
Hot eS QO] LOR D Ss a man nam d Fula rs who had attempted 
eke y assassinate some one « he Ro Exe 
Monday, June 11,1838. to asenestante Some ite, Ole Che Meyak Ee 
change: also a return setting forth the 
MINUTES. ] ills. Received the Royal assent: —E , ! - ss 
TI 7 . Bill web eR nature ol 1 » security Wil h had been 
sills; Regeney Act Amendment; and Poo v A ; , e 1s 1: 
ment Act.— Read a second time :—Queen’s Bench Sitt taken for his removal irom this country, 
—Read a third time :—Chureh Patronags the let oth of time for which that s ‘urity 
Petitions presented. By the Duke of WeLLINGTOo fi ‘ r nt 1 hefore and after his | \ ine 
the Chancellor, Master, and Scho f the I ~ gach Pala re See eee ee 
Oxford, against the Oxford and Great W ern R VAN Enel na. 
Bill.— By the Earl of ROSEBERY, from Stirling, in fa Vi unt Melhor had no obiection to 
of Mr. Hill's plan for an uniform rate of P ~ , , . ¢ . 
. net nN mY ¢ ' ? ners iv 
Lord BrovGHam, from Neweastle-upon-Tyne, { tne produ MERE AY SEEDY othe ] BPeTS Ov d 
. . 1 7 } 
various Religious Congregations in the following for by the n ble and inn I rd, al d he 
ither) places : Stockport, Edinburgh, El ‘ : 1 ee > 
other) places, viz: Stockport, Edinburgh, Ely, y red to say, th t he entirely agreed with 
Southampton, Rochester, Chatham and Stroud, Lambeth, ~~. : ey . 11 1 
Southwark, and Elgin, by Lord DenmAN, from a the opservations made by tie noble Duke 
wich, Rochester, Chester, and other places, and by Lor on a tormer oce ISI mn, as \ I] with the 
LYNDHURST, several, for the Abolition of Negro Ay ' : ee 1 
s rt \bolition of Negro Ap, corroboration which had been cviven to 


ticeship.—By the Marquess of LONDONDERRY, two, fro 
places in Irel 1, again he Iris} *90r-]a1 rv ft] th ) by the noble and learned I ord th it 
praces eland, against the Irish Poor-Jaw,—BDy t ; Uiel \ ) t ‘ ead 401 a 
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night. But at the same time, he was to- 


tally at a loss to geuess to what circum 
stance those observations referred, or what 


course of conduct it was that made them 

» ] 4 1 
applicable It was certainly true, that th 
} ; 


7 } 
not because any one mace 


the Crown on hy half of the culprit, not out 
of favour to any party but because tl 
circumstances of the case, after due iny 
tivation, justified the Crown in exercising 


it. He did not deny that 
he could state, that while he himself held 


the othce of Secretary for the Home De- 


partment, no pardon was granted out of 
personal favour. Dut if it Was meant to 


be contended, that applications and state- 
ments with re spect to ea h case, as it aro 

were not to be received ind consid 
the Secretary of State, that, he 


hended, Was quite a different matter. It 





was absolutely necessary that he should re- 
ceive and consider, from whatever quarter 
if came, any statement, and eve it all the 
consideration that was due to it. 

Lord Brougham understood the obser- 
vation of the noble Duke to ap ly to the 
case, where parties appr iled to t 
for a pardon, as a 
case of Thom it was made, he understood, 
by a county Member. He had known 
many cases where similar applications had 
been made by magistrates and others at 
the Home-othce in favour of criminals, 
without any regard to the merits or claims 


matter of favour. In the 


of those parti .S, 

tions had been unsuccessful. He particu- 

larly remeu bered a case of that kind that 
a : 





s Z 
occurred in Westmorte In ISIS, in 
which a man shot his wife for no greater 


offence than that she elope d.from him 
The Duke of Wellington, when he ad- 
dressed their Lordships on this subject a 
few evenings ago, had particularly stated 
that he could have no objection to the eas 
epreseated to the 
r that he might 


refer it to the person W ho was most Capa- 


. ° ° i car. c16 : 
0 any criminal verng re 


ssecretary f State, in ore 


ble of elving him accurate information 
upon the subject, and that person he 
thought to be the judge who had tried the 
prisoner. 
port of the judge, then the Secretary of | 
State would be better qu lied to come to | 


\tter having received the re- 


a decision respecting the advice which 
ought to be given to the Crown; but he 
at the same time declared it to be his firm 
conviction, that no private application what- 


ever ought, under any circumstances, to be 
entertained, That, he believed, wits the | 


RDS} 


and where those applica. | 
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| reoular, as it certainly was the proper, 
} pi ctic He also stated, that he feared in 


|} this particular case of the person named 


}Thom, there had been a good deal of pri- 
! vate application. Tle came to that conclu 


| sion, first of all from what he saw recorded 


j of the debates in another place, in which it 
} appeared an avowal was made of an appli- 
ition havin been forwarded t »the Hom he 
ice in favour of the man Thom. But, 

i des that he happening to have some 


orrespondence with the « ounty of Kent, he 
md been informed that an application had 
wen made to the Covernment, and a cor- 
responadence held with the secretary of 
ecting the man to whose case 
the noble and learned Lord’s motion re- 
ferred ; and it was that which induced 
him the other night to make the observa- 
tions alluded to by the noble Viscount— 
had been the sub- 
ct of a good deal of private application. 





did not wish to east blame upon any 
body. Sull, he did conceive that the 
resolved that these private 


J 
It was an unfortunate case, certainly. but 
’ 
I 
1 


ner it W 
applications should never be attended to, 
the better it would be for public justice, 
and for the real interests of the country. 

Lord Wunford understood the noble 
Viscount to state the other night that this 
person, Thom, was delivered up tohis friends 
from the prison, upon the ground that he 
was in a state of insanity. Now, if so, 
vreat care ought to have been taken to pre- 
vent any mischief arising from his being set 
ut liberty ; and if that care nad not been 
taken, then there certainly attached great 
moral res 


onsibility to some parties for all 
that had occurred. ‘To let a man who was 


decidedly insane go forth into society upon 
val undertaking of another 
was a most dangerous proc lure. It ap- 
mitted to remain in 
ere the people were 


peared that he was pe 


r 
} 
wii 


the county of Kent, 
liable to great excitement, for several 
months, and where every opportunity was 
afforded him to occasion disturbance, and 
where, indeed, his conduct ultimately led 
to the melancholy circumstances which 
Until some explana- 
tion were given on this subject very great 


ry lepnlored 
every one cdepiored. 


suspicion must attach somewhere. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne must say, 
that having had occasion to consider the ques- 


tion himsell’, when holding a certain official 


| sttuation, he agreed entirely with the noble 


Duke, that if there were any circumstances 
of mitigation urged in favour of the pri 


soner connected with his trial, it would be 
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the noble Marquess 


accurate sketch of 
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inquiry into 
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and nN aiso very 


the « 
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belie V¢ (l 


result of that inquiry 


a determinati not 
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until some time ] 
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at large. He 


far distant as Corn 
no opportunity ol 
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sooner the gaols could be delivered, 
better ; 
much indebted to his noble 
bringing this subject forward. 


Friend for 


The Lord Chancellor was satisfied of 


the extent of the evil, and if means could 
be found of lessening it, a great favour 
would be conferred on the country; but 
he much doubted whether his noble Friend 
would be able to effect it. 
Motion agreed to. 


seer rcerrecre—m 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 











MINUTE B I { ( erted I 
tions. 
tions pre \I Wa ) 
ny additional Ende s< 1 Chureh.—B 
Mr. PARKER, from Sheffield, unst the Beer B B 
Mr. GASKELL, from the I Ve I Newspap 
for a uniform Penny Pos e, sy 1 VERNER, 
from the Apothecar of Armagh, iinst some part 
the Medical Charities Bill; 1 ten, from p hes in 
Armagh, for the restitution of tl pressed Ir s( 
—By Colonel Conout f Don the N ) 
Apprentic eship systen —By Mr. Conot UN, from t 
Associate Synod of Edinburgh, from the Presbytery of 
Forfar, and other ices, agai the Spirit Lic B 
from a place in Scotland, against English Soldiers attend 
ing Idolatrous Worship in India.—By Mr. G. PALMER, 
from Essex, to apply Church Property to Ecclesiastical 
purposes —By Mr. BrownriaG, from the Merchants of 
Boston, and by Mr. INGHAM, from the Pilots at New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, against the Pilotage Bill.—By M 
Locu, from Sir J. Mackenzie, and others, « nplaining of 
the Board of Excise (Seotlat 


Municrpan Corporations (IRELAND).] 
Lord John Russell moved, that the Mu- 
nicipal Corporations [rel 
mitted. 

On the motion, that the Sneaker do 
leave the chair, 

Mr. O' Connell said, that 


and Bill he recom-s 


{COMMONS} 


the |to be pure 
| | 
and he thought the country was 


| Or, if the House 


ae Md 
i would acec pe it at once 


| terials for 
he had to re- | 


quest the indulgence of the House while he | 


suggested reasons why this bill should not 
be recommitted at present. His object 
was, tosubmit to the House, such materials 
as had come lately into his possession, in 
order to show, that the proposed plan 
should not be adopted—at least, as far as 
related to the city of Dublin. He meant 
to call the attention of the House to the 
particular situation of the franchise in that 
city, and to the incumbrances attached to 
itsexercise. He should premise by stating, 
that when the prospect was first held out 
of entirely destroying the Irish corpora- 
tions, and substituting ameliorated corpo- 
rations in their place, the announcement of 
such an intention was recelyed with uamin 

gled satisfaction. But a suspi ion had 
arisen in his mind, that this plan, which 
was so pli iusibly proposed, would turn out 
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delusion. The House should 
j understand, what it was, that the people of 
| Ireland required. They kuew, that Scot- 
lland had got municipal reform, and that 
the Parliamentary franchise was in that 
| country made the municipal franchise. 
They knew that England too had got mt 

nis ipal reform, but that the franchise ue 
different description, depending 
entirely on the rating of the party to the 
poor. In each country residence was re- 
quired, but resid nee fora 
ithe English than inthe S 
the people of Irel: 
they should ect cither the Scotch or the 
English plan of municipal refurm. It was 
possible to realise tlhe English plan in Ire- 
land in every thing except in the payment 
the poor-rate did not yet 
exist in Ireland. The difliculty was sought 

to be met by the Government proposition 
of residence for ae mouths prior to the 
re pakey. The right hon, Baronet opposite 
thought that too short a period, and sub- 
stituted a year for half a year’s residence. 
What he called on the House to do was, 
to give P08 of Ireland either the 
I: nglis sh or the Seotch Bill. Circumstanced 
as Ireland was, he should prefer infinitely 
the Scotch Bill. And if the House did 
agree to give them that Bill, it would be 
accepted in a grateful and cheerful spirit. 
should refuse them the 
Scotch Municipal Reform Bill, and givethem 
the English bill, identifying them with the 
institutions of England, his countrymen 
What he wanted 
r the other. The ma- 
1 Bill they could easily 
have. The iderials of the English bill 
they would shortly have, 


was of a 


longer period in 
coteh Bill. What 


nd demanded was, that 


of poor-rate, as 


was either the pata 


the Sx ore 


as the Poor-law 


i was about to receive the sanction of Par- 





liament. There was no pretext for giving 
to Ireland different bill from either of 
those which had been given to England 
and Scotland, but the object which hon, 
Me mbers were soready to dis: AVOW of dimin- 
ishing the number of electors. Therefore it 
was, he deprecated the plan of the right 
hon. Baronet. If they employed a rating 

t a particular sum they must restric 
the franchise by the trammels which did 
not exist in England or Scotland. He 
wished to put the question so that the 
House should have before it the state of 
the Parliamentary franchise which was 
unincumbered by the details by one half 
of the charges which the ri ight hon. Ba- 
ronet wished to impose on 

Reform Bill, 


rr 
+ 
{ 


fixed at 


the Municip 
Let the Louse compare thy 

















population of Dublin wi | 

mentary constituency, and t 

it be justice to limit the municiy 
stituency in the sam Wav. Thea | , } 
ants of Dublin were 2¢ TI 

districts in the county Dul 
were not included in the J | 
boundary of the city, t popu 
these amounting to somet! di 
He left 1] 


} 
i ( 


50.000. 
tion. The Hlouse o 
know he WW n 

265,310 Parliar ter pey 
ber of household 
amount to £,000 | 
stitucney that vot 


} 
| 


election ran 


590 voted * fim ‘ 
1 { } ' 
numpel. ot I} i 


voted for the d 

were freemen ( f 
sitting Members, ] ( { 
candidates. ‘J 
to be found amone the residue of th : 
stituency. These were composce 


holders and freeholders on the one | 


and householders on the other. Th i( eC- | ol 1} lucie su 


holders and freeholders who voted for the | hon. Barer 


sitting Members were 1,590, for the d t] houl 
feated candidates 1,065, makine together | ‘J ( e¢ 
9,055. The householders who voted 

the sitting Members were 1,830 

the defeated candidat 652, makn 

ecther 2,482. It was amonest 

they were to find then cipal constit 

But there should be consid ' } 

Inthe first place, the holders cor 

freeholders, who wea 

next of . rent-charer 

bound, and did not r 

holders and 20/. rent-chargers, who did 

reside ; and from the class of 10/, free! he I t 
and landholders would the municipal « 

stituency be found. There were, th 

Cl rtainly only one-sixth of thes { 

who, being ‘LO/, freeholder and hou ( , as 


holders, would be at once transferred 

municipal electors, if the municipal | : 

and the Parliamentary franchise were to | fort 1) 
be synonymous. Lit t them add 600 ¢ 1 

these, and they would have 3,000 at 1] 

utmost, as the constituency of Dublin 
under the Municipal Bill, which w 

finitely too small a franchise! Take 

4,000, and tlie franchise was still miserably 

small; and was there any man in ti 

House who would be disposed to ] it! 

franchise? Take the towns in | 

—take Leeds, which has a population 

150,000, and they would fin 
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complete, particular, or detailed valuation | 
| ] 


» the Hou f Commons 


had divided the houses into 
h use were 


never came b 
The surveyo 
eight or ten classes: the 10/ 
14,640. That was the number of th 

householders, and if they compared them 
with the number of those posse sing the 
franchi 1 , they woul find a h ita mi} Lovie 
eaunion it bore to the number who had 
a just and sufficient claim to it. But there 
were reasons for this; the same re mn 
which now induced persons to wish for a 
qualification that would, when afterwards 


applied to the Parliamentary franchise, 
have a similar tendency to that which 
souvht to be produced by tlis limited 


number of electors, as compared with ans 


town in England or Scotland of a similan 


population. Nothing else @ uld accoutt 


for the desire that was evinced to raise the 
F 





quail i tion { 

right hi 0. Baronet 
extension of the value and qualification —1f 
he had that in view and nothing else— had 
he not here as pert ct a valuati Ih as couid 
be had—a valuation which was undertaken 
under the direction of p rsons who had poll- 
tical feelings of the same tendency as that 
of the right hon. Baronet? It micht 
said, that manv houses had been built sine 
the valuation to which he was alluding. 
He would meet that objection and set it 
aside at once. ‘The Police Act had been 
applied to those houses as the bill of the 
right. hon. Baronet had been applied to- 
M ards the house s that were in existence pre- 
viously, so that there was no pretext for 
any additional criterion. All the house: 
b wilt since, had been valued und the Police 
Act. There was not in Dublin any house 
from which either ; 


municipal or Parlia- 


mentary franchise could be « laimed V\ hic hy 


was not already valued. But there was 


another view, be ides the obtaining ora 


} . } } 
00} fi iL test of qualificati mm, there was a 
x ' i, egg A “gle 
political intention in it, and that was the 


reason; if not, why did the right hon. 
Baronet ask for any additional criterion ? 
in any of the towns iv Ireland there were 
very few cases of fraudulent value. It was 
truc, that at the first registration under 
the Reform Act the registering barristers 
had admitted some claimants to r eister 
from houses where the value was less than 
i0/. But, at the very utmost to which 
rried as =o sles, it 
must be admitted, that they did not app! \ 
to Dublin at all. A committee to Inquire 


those cases could be ca 


to investigate the registration, and after 
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rearing all the evidence which could be 
upon the subject, it had 
no proof of any- 


Fi, Peer) gay een: Pe ene ‘ RE ae Roni te 
hing like fraudulent votes being admitted 


i ublin: indeed, one witness who had 
heen unined d wh tendencies wel 

on the popular side, said, that the chair 

man had been too rigid in his inquiries as 
to the value of the houses from which the 
Claimants so elit 1 rister in thr cases of 
the 10/. franehis At this moment, as the 


— 24 
nnared withthe 
i 


population \ ! t miserably de en if 
Ca i ma upon Ireland that such s Id 
be t case—it was a fruitful source of 
\ tion—it source of st cite 
meut, and now they were about to increase 
this vexation—to add to the degradation-— 
I it nine of the nu r to whom they 
proposed to nt the fran ‘They were 
rong tave furthe nd instead of 
qdinain Nn } ,e] about » Farce ise 
tia Cal rN ition in the Secotch 
Bill nothing was required but a value of 


: : ns 

10/7. and ) pay the assess d taxes, which 

vere not in that country added to the 
: re : ta 


franchise qualification lie would desire 
1 4 ’ , 
no more than the *eotch bill. fet them 


let them athord 


justice 


apply that test to Ireland 

her the same measure of which 
they had given to hii ~~ he would 
be satisfied. He did not ask for any par- 
tiality towards Ireland ; or, Fr they objected 
to granting the Scotch bill, he would 
gladly a¢ — the English Municipal Bill, 
alth much he preferred the former. 


what stil did 


[ por 
the v se k to place upon 
Dublin a qualification over the value, that 
was not ineluding the taxes in the 10/. 


valuation 2 Was it fair or just, that this 


distinction should be made in respeet. to 
Ireland which was not made in England 
Scotland? They sought to include 
the net rent of 
re elector. If the House would consent 
1 consent 


re further consideration of 


2 ; 
itional charges in 


ion—if they woule 


the report for one week—he would lay 


| fail to convinee 


ichise in Dublin. 
| 
| now preparing the most 


before them full details, which could not 


them of the utter inji = 
of this measure as related to the 101. fra 
His constituents were 
satisfactory evi- 
lonce Wy » tl t sul nil « ly it aa 
ience upon tha ihject, and surely it was 





not too much to ask to postpone the con- 


| sideration of the bill for one week, in 


| ord r that they 
into fictitious votes had sat day after day | 


| 
{ 


micht be enabled to hear 
evidence, that could not fail to convince 


thei, how nufair a plan they were called 
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on to adopt towards Ireland. Instead of 
decreasing the franchise they ought to 
increase it. If he attempted to increas 
its extent—if he sought to obtain a 
virtual equality with Eneland—in that 
respect he knew he would meet with t 


old sectarian cry—he would be taunted 
. . . y = oe. J | , 

with the tithe opposition—he would | 

met with the ‘* No Popery” cant Phey 

would be again told “the Church ts 1 

danger’ —those sectarian watchwords wou 

be brought forward to oppose hits claim | 

& S a 

sictice. Ele. rot idle enoueh to suppo 

justice. pie Was die eneugi >} 

that the courtesy of the use which | 

4 ] ? * 1 , 

now received, and for wich 

erateful, would, if extended to him 

that case, enable him to prevail Upon t! 

to extend the Parliamentary fran 1 1 

Ireland. The Chureh ¢ blishment w 


be brouelit int Ope ration 1g inst } im 
all the other elemeuts of religious anim 


sity. He was well aware of the nature of 


the Opposition, that would be made t 

just demands for his country, and he was 
not vain enough to expect, that he could 
obtain an increase of the electors. But 


all events if they refused that, let them 
not add to the devradati mn of his country 
by diminishing the number. What, after 
all, was the parliamentary franchise in a 
town or city? It was nothing less than 


the management of that town or city, of 


the property belonging to it, of its muni- 
cipal regulations, of the keeping of its 
peace, of the superintending of its watch 
and police—matters in which ail classes 
were interested; and yet if was to the 
enjoyment of this franchise, that so much 
apprehension existed of admitting poo 
voters. Again, he should call the attention 


of the House, to the plan they were cal d 
‘ 7 } 

on to support. Chey were called on to 

perpetuate all the municipal taxes of tl 


most overtaxed city, Dublin. They were 
called on to lay a burthen upon the clectors 
greater than ever existed. This plan says, 
that all persons prior to claiming to be 
burgesses should have previously paid all 
the municipal taxes with the exception of 
those for the three months preceding. 
The taxes of Dublin were exceedingly 
heavy, and in addition to this, the ’ 
jury cess was payable from the 5th of June 


tran 
prospectively. Were hon. Members aware of 
that fact —that it was tobe paid for the ensu- 
ing year? So that under this management 
aman who sought to register in January, 
1838, in addition to having all the most 
oppressive municipal taxes paid up, should 


have his grand jury cess paid up to the 


h of January, 1 i hat i most 
moustrous 1uconvenlen \\ they to 
nnort eh | ill c f I | n ] >) 
, ' 
i ords of the reform bill wet ~ 
' ' 
I} t s ] tf of Ss | pe 
} 
I 3 Sat 1} l — (>) agecided o t 
t ] ] ! ¢ 
i \ il | tl 0 I of mavou 
: 
both th committe O i ih ae- 
1 
( that ft Limants registered were 
+ z= +} ; } 
Ind | t\ I tT 1 (i nce, 
} r { } 
Darr r, however, re ad to registe1 
] 1 4 
ho had paid in a ce; but i 
iS Caluive tion ¢ ale t upon 
i I 
} p 1 to t it d 
l l t { ny ( t 
l i | I t 
] i 
‘ i ie | > 
! i | S ( Cliect 
rotioOn ¢ ti ricethit j met 
} ae ty 
i itu tO 1 
t fact ub hi 1 h only 
} | 
t { i » Gg I — [ r }) it l 
, =, 
me We Pet orde r that ! might be 
1 4 1 | ae | ¥ YS 
bled to lay before the House a full de- 
those and numerous other cases. He 
1] ! y* ° 
Hd Show them the enormous diminution 
4 i } 1 
COHStITUeCHCY. if, hiowey , the 
Is retus d to accede to fis request—ll 
lou. Members were determined to perse- 


I 
vere—he trusted they would recollect, 
that he demanded for [Ireland that which 
had | ae P .) ] 
bhiu een granted to | neiand aud Scot 
land. All he wanted was an equality 
ot rights, asthey said there was an Union. 
Let them have the same institutions ; let 
there be no difference between that coun- 


try and England and Scotland. Surely 
he did not dem: nd too much ? Let Ire- 
land receive either of the Municipal Cor- 
tions Bills at present im existence 
tle would tal the English Bill rboatem 
t least as far so as possible. He only 
ucht protection and quality He de 


ided not to have the qualitic ition raised 

in Ireland nearly one-half above its nomi- 
I valine, for the last thre years the 
ht hie n. Baronet ind thos > who acted 
ith him had refused municipal rights, 
upon the grounds that the Irish people 
That was 


it elligibl ~— that could be underst od ; 


were not deserving of them 


but now they h id abandoned that eround, 
they had given the Irish people the word 
of concession, and they refused the 
sality. Let them rive muni 1} il insti- 


tutions—privileges in reality not in words 


V sgucm tuta hd S. Le t them vlve some 
videnee that they wert deserving of 
th Scotland, he should again remind 


them was more pearly a imilated to Ire 
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land than England was; but if they re- 
fused that, he would waive the ditlerence 
of wealth between England and his coun- 
try—he would not ask them for the gene- 


Corporations 


§COM\ 


| 


rous discount which they might offer, nor | 


would he consider whether the poverty of | 


Ireland was a cause of the wealth of Eng- | 
} evident what use might be made of this 


land, from the drain which she had been 
on his country. 
ization at all events. Under those circum- 
stances he should conclude by 
an amendment, that the Speaker do leave 
the Chair for the further cen nsideration of 
— re ‘0 upon that day wes 
aries - seconded the ee 

a John Russell was quite ready to 
proceed with the bill, but if the House 
were of opinion that it should be postponed 
for the reasons stated he would not oppose 
age eee 

R. Peel: With respect to the rea- 

sons ual for the postponement, they 
applied only to one city in Ireland and they 
could be better discussed at a future stage 
in Committee. He was not of opinion that 
the consideration of the report ought to 
be postponed under the circumstances, and 
postponement at this period would en- 
danger the passing of the bill before the 
termination of the Session, 

Lord John Russell thought, it would be 


moving as 


Let them give an equal- 
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mitted of right to the corporation of Dub- 
lin. Sinee the Reform Bill, however, that 


| had been changed ; they had admitted 


freemen as of right in shoals. The corpo- 
ration at present, in fact, reject whoever 
they please, and admit whoever they please, 
without assigning any reason. It was quite 


fur political purposes. It was an undefined 


| power, and which could be used without 


{ 


much better for the House to go into! 


Committee to-night. Considering the 
number of hon. Members present he thought 
whatever was determined in Committee, 
that an opportunity should be afforded to 
the hon. and learned Member of stating 
the facts to which he had adverted rela 
tive to the city of Dublin. 

Amendment negatived, and the House 
went into Committee 

On Clause 3rd, 


responsibility. Ife wished to abolish this 
system; he wished to have the corporation 
open to all who had fair claims, and not 
fur those who were most pleasing to the 
common council or board of aldermen. 
It was for this reason that he proposed to 
insert the words he had read. 

The Attorney-General said, that another 
clause would render that amendment unne- 
cessary. Ifa person had an inchoate right, 
a mandamus would lie; if no inchoate right, 
then, under the Reform Bill, he was not 


' entitled to admission. If the Court of 


Queen’s Pench refused the mandamus in 
a case where the right lay, a person might 
proceed by a writ of error, and in a case 
where there was an Improper admission, 
the right could be tried by a quo warranto. 
Under these circumstances, he thought 
the words “gift or purchase” as they 
stood in the clause oy quite suflicient. : 

Mr. O'Connell said, that on the show- 
ing of the hon. and learned Gentleman he 
a) ht to vote for the addition to the clause, 
for they were now denied in Ireland that 
corporate freedom to which they had an 
inchoate right if the corporation wished. 
He had applied upon those grounds for a 
mandamus to the Court of King’s Bench 
in Ireland, and it was refused, to compel 


| the corporation. So that the hon. and 


Mr. O'Connell moved, that in addition | 
to the words—S That from and after the | 
| also tried that, and the King’s Bench re- 


passing of this Act no person shall be 
elected, made, or admitted, a burgess or 
freeman of any borough by gift or pur- 
chase,” should be added the words “ or at 
the discretion of any body or of any indi- 
vidual”, His object was, to do away with 
the discretionary power which had been 
hitherto most unfairly used by the corpo- 
ration of Dublin in the admission or re- 
jection of freemen. Pending the Reform 
Bill, the House of Commons sent an in- 


quiry to the Dublin corporation upon this | 


subject, and the answer they sent through 
the town clerk, and, of course, under the 
direction and legal advice of the learned 
Recorder, was, that no persons were ad- 





learned Member would deny them that 
right for which a mandamus would not lie. 
With respect to the quo mwarranto, he had 


fused it, because they s hould give an un- 
qualified ouster, and this they were unwil- 
ling todo. What remedy, then, had the y 
in Ireland? They were perfectly at the 
discretion of the corpor: ation. To remove 
this unqualified discretion was the sole 
purpose of his suggestion. 

Mr. Sergeant Jackson, upon the part of 
the corporation of Dublin, objected to the 
insertion of those words, The statement 
of the hon. and learned Member for Dub- 
lin was not very clear upon the subject 
of the admission of freemen to the 
corporation of Dublin. ‘There was a wide 
contrast between the honorary members 
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which were prevented by the Reform Bill 
and those admitted by claims of birth, ser- 
vitude, or marriage. He (Sergeant Jack- 
son) objected to the introduction of the 
words proposed by the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, because they might have the 
effect of disqualifying a great many per- 
sons entitled to their freedom. 

Mr. O'Connell would put it to the hon. 
and learned Gentleman whether a mat 
might not have fulfilled all the conditions 
which were supposed to give him a right 
to the freedom of the city of Dublin, and 
yet be rejected on his ay plicati n for ad- 
mission thereto, either by the board of 
aldermen or common council, without re 
son assigned ? If that was the fact, wh 
of the inchoate right ? Ther 


be no right when there was no 


ad 
became 
could 
power of enforcement. 

Sergeant Jachso: 
discretionary with either of the bod 
mentioned to reject an appheation for the 
freedom of the city of Dublin in the man- 
ner stated. It was, peculiar to 
Dublin, and existed in no other place in 
Ireland. 


*7 . ° 
wv said, it certain 


howe TCE. 


The Chancelloi of the Eachequei had 
been inclined to attach but little import 
ance to the amendment of the hon. and 
learned Member for Dublin, until the hor 


and learned Member for Bandon had spoken 
on the subject. Now, however, lic thought 
that a case had been made out in favour of 


some remedy for an evil of which he did not 
before know the exclusive existence. The 
exception In this instance claimed by the 
corporation of Dublin, was but a fraudulent 
excuse for the retention of political power. 
The Stamp Act only recognised two classes 
of freemen as entitled to admission. Wer 
the corporation of Dublin to create a third 
class? Of the abuse of this assumption 
he need only instance the case of Lord 
Plunkett’s son, the son of the Lord Chan- 


cellor of Ireland, who, 


ae ae 
Cialminge to ve ad 


mitted a freeman by birthright, was re- 
jected by the « orporat ion for political 
causes. When a right could not be en- 


forced, it was clear that the franchise was 


simply honorary. He, therefore, felt in- 
clined to adopt some amendment which 
would have the effect of getting rid of 


that anomalous state of things in question. 

Lord J. Russell said, the case was dif- 
ferent from any which he had supposed to 
exist, on the showing of all parties. It 
seemed to him, that if the words of th 
Jrish Reform Bil! 


were so abused some 


others in the Bill hefore the House were | 


| necessary to remedy it. 
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He w 
ever, prepared to say, that the 
of the hon. and learned M« 
those li | 


circumstances, he thou 


as hot, how- 
imendments 
mber for Dublin 
should adopt. and u ider 


were 


these 


would 


¢ +, } ] IP 
be better to po pone the clau for furthe 
( usiderati Mn} 
ir ie Py ent ( I itt | 
‘ . 
| ( it pi weeded Tu Cl the mattel 
. ’ 
t L new que tion 3 1t i iIved 
ti t OF Ti ht } ped { t tit 
, o- 2 
d | ifforded to consider it Hi \ 
I l iy decision were come t If it 


poration ef Dublin 
had still the power of creating honorary 
dy than 
but he 


suggestion 


freemen, none wou 
e to apply rons remed 
I ‘ {p} " l pi per remedy 


trusted, that the noble Lord’s 





of a postponement would be agreed to until 
that was satisfa torily iscertamed 
(') we nostmne ned 
l Pp ty ned. 
. : at 4 : 
On Clause 6, whi involved t ques i 
ofa 10/. or a muni il franchise, 
Sir 2. Pe id th h ne. a Le irned 
Gentleman in the speech made by him 
1 ( E 
before t Ss} Lk left tl} ( ir. obsery d, 
th the nrst noun n fF hit sir R 
| expectatl nd } ll LOPE 
p I 
that th Trish qu ons 1 cht I djusted 
0 satisfactory way, had been received 
) { iil l , I | at itl Ire. 
| | > ? : | 
j mS «ae iration ! t 
t) } ment that his Opp sition to 
‘ . . 
the pri cl f re-establishing muni ipal 
rporatiol VV withdrawn, wing it 
‘ ] } ° 
veriectly Vague and uncertain wW substi 
tute would be offered in | the pro- 
posal of preceding years; it contained a 
Bes } : ] ere 
distinct explanation of 1 onditions on 
vhich ] would cousent to withdraw that 
opp ition. It Was Impossible, ther fi re. 
] } P ] 1,! 
that the peopl of Ireland could have been 
lod 3 } sctakao an that | ri TI ne 
if Into anhy mistake on that supyect, ney 
} } : a . e 
heard that municipal corporations were to 


Cc ntinue in Ireland hut t] \ understood. 
] that he would o1 ly accept F a fran- 
chis f the el nual val LO to 
b det rm ied hot by thie I 0 of th 
hold but by the test of ( He be- 
i d, that tl nel ds give 
Inve ul tisfacti I it \ felt 


that the propos tion he made was } rfectly 


iulse he 


just nd reasonable It was b 

felt it to so —because he still « tained 
an earnest desire that the several questions 
at issue mivht Le amicably Settle that he 
thought it most becoming in him not to 


other night 
instead of 


by deterred by the vote of the 


hostile to his views. abandon- 


ing in despair all prospect of au adjustment, 
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he thought it more in conformity with his 
duty as a Member of that House again to 
submit to it his proposition —again to 
make an appeal to its sober and deliberat 
judgment, and he should 


it appeal 


1 
{ 
| 
' 


make thi: 


with a perfect conviction that the proposa 
he made was one that ought to give satis- 


equitable, 
hon 


faction, and was in itself fair, 
and moderate. He called upon 
Members at the other side not to allow 
themselves to be carried away by party 
feeling, not to take for granted that the 
insinuation of the hon. and learned Member 
opposite, that he intended to insult Lreland, 
He asked them to hear with 
offer he was about to make, 
position in which thi: 


was correct. 

attention tlie 
to consider well the 
question and the Ae connected with it 
were placed, to bear in mind the advan- 
tages that would result to both countrics 
if they were brought to a satisfactory ter- 
mination, and not to reject his proposal on 
the vague and groundless sear ie 8 n that 


such a motive as that suggested by thie 


hon. and learned Member lly actuated 
him, but before they came to an unfavour 
able decision, if to such they were resolved 
to come, toentertain it at least in a spirit of 


candour and conciliation. He should ad. 
here to the proposal he had formerly made, 
because subsequent and mature delibera- 
tion had convinced him it was a just 
Let them deliberate on the whole of 
proposal ; let them not omit to 
previous discussions, or the adverse deci- 
sion to which the two Houses of Parlia- 
meut had come regarding this subject 
Whatever their decision on this point, with 
respect to the tithe question ar id the appr 


one, 
that 
consider 


priation clause, they (the sD te 
relied on their own inherent streneth, 
and felt secure He had not used the 


word “ compromise ” in reference to that 
he felt, that he possessed, inde- 
pendent of the and 
Ministers, the power to defeat any arrange- 
ment of it which included the 
They mistook him if they 


question ; 
wishes 


ap propri: ition. 


supposed he was speaking In any tone of 


triumph or insult—quite the reverse ; he 
desired to see the questions now pending 9 
arranged on a basis mutually satisfactory, 


and he Wis shed to offend no one by ni iking |S 
the first place, that there should be an 


this statement. Turning then to the ques- 
tion now to be discussed, he had proposed 
to wave altogether any objection in prin- 
ciple to the establishment of municipal 
corporations, He proposed, t hat as re- 
garded the eleven principal towns in Ire- 
land, containing a population of more than 


‘COMMONS} 


i with 


| ipal Government ha 
intention of 


principle of 
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15,000, there should be 
resting with the 
gation to receive 
mitted the principle, 
considerable magnitude 


option 
an obli. 
He ad- 


towns of 


not an 
but 
a corporation. 
that in 

», local Government, 
by means of corporations, was preferable 
other for the management 
of municipal affairs. The hon. and learne dl 
Gentleman opposite had dwelt to-night on 
the case Dublin, and the amount of 
local taxation raised in that city. He had 
already declared, in the observations he 
a few nights since, that 
sirous to see the local taxation of 
reduced by the amalgamation of 
and the reduction of expensive establish- 
ments. ffe had suggested, that it might 
unt of the im- 


inhabitants, 


to any system 


1 ' 

he was de- 
Dublin 

j boards 


made 


be advantageous, on ace 
portance 0 Dublin, the complicated nature 


f 
of its local 
] 


taxes, the extensive jurisdiction 
of its local tribunals, to submit Dublin to 
the same rule as London, and to apply to 
it a sOparate levislative measure His 
rivht hon. Friend, the Reeorder for the 
city of Dublin, had also stated, that no 
vish existed to force peremptorily on Dub- 


lin a corporation differing in any essential 
particulars to be established in 
other towns of Ireland. His proposition 
did not involve the necessary extinction of 
municipal any town in 
which one had previously existed ; it did 
not inv cessary a cor 
poration to any town which had not  pre- 
viously possessed one; he proposed, that 
respect to other towns besides 
those he had wareiriee corporate pro- 
perty, where it existed, should be managed 
by local authorities, elected by the inha- 
bitants, but that considering the peculiar 
circumstances of many towns in Ireland, 
considering that provision for their muni- 
d been made by many 
Acts of Parliament, especially that know n 
as the Oth of George 4th, a municipal cor- 
po ration should not be absolute “ forced on 
towns, and it should : left to a 
rated 107. sels Hy to 
consider whether or not it would be for 
the advantage of the town to establish it. 
With respect to the franchise, he had laid 
down three several conditions to which he 
hould steadily adhere. He proposed, in 


from those 


corporations In 


ive the n refusal of 


! 
all 


those 
majority of the 


uniform franchise for all the towns of Ire- 
land; next, that the voter should possess 
a house ora tenement with land of the 


iclear annual value of 10/., and he added 


the condition, that the annual value should 
not be determined, as it had been hereto- 
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fore by the oath of the party hol 1 th 
premises, but by ne mol satisiact \ 
test, the test on whi i as «lisp at 
insist, as the most satisfactory, ber that | } 
of rating fhese were t t CO} 
tuent elements of the 2 I 
which he propose i, and h ! 
was any thing in the proy lw nti- 
= a 4 : 4 °° : } { 
tied any man to say, tf t if } ( 1 
Ireland, that i ved i : \e 
cre ed ¢ VIGIOUS di t] 
é : 
so. th { , 
= Intent On \ ( i { 
} ! ( mt ! ( 
ofhces, as r irded tue ¢ ven pi 
towns, In the hancs of tne Orang ! 
He would now nsider tl mput 
thus cast on his plan, and 
existing for them. In th rst place, t 
proposed an uniform ir hise for Th 
nd was not 
! } 4 11 
ru ’} l 
I 
las J nol 
ie 4 
Cip ie i uli \ 
supnorted, at pro} 
= i i 
for soime towns 
? T 1 
otiers. i i { 
] + 
rat Is \ l 
. } 
of premis ft \ 
! | 
and the mu 1] l 
pancy fol three | l I 
A i 
all rates and taxes, | 
] ry | 1 ; 
applied uniformly to ail 
} ¥ 
not fixed th ial 





1 aT 

boroug or at 1O/. in larget 
se? ace , . 
5l, in the smal rm | ee it i ¢ { 
the paym t ol it eal rate ‘ 
towns and \ i 

] oe ; 
had adopted l ! 
h rilaine ly (I a I 
chise whicl 


respect to Ss 
Parliamentary franchise ice in 
with the municipal, and apj 

boroughs, Where, then, v t | l J l 

in taking a uniform franchi 

and st lecting rating as the t 

value ? [He very muci dl ubted hh 

there was any material difference | 

the standard of a threc yi 1} 

and the payment of rates, and that 
possession of premis s of 102. annual value. } pt 
The circumstances of boroughs diff a 


materially, but in Liverpool the num} 
of 10/7. householders entitled to t 
Members « Parl 

differ from 


elections of 
not much 


voting at municipal elections. The | I 
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It was resisted on| and that if carried it might obstruct the 
franchise gave | progress of a measure of salutary reform. 
the integrity and) The arguments used on the occasion to 


—that it afforded | which he alluded applied with equal force 








| 
of improper to the question regarding the Parlia- 
Had | mentary franchise. Without goine so far 
that a as to maintain that it was of greater im- 
iter portal to preserve n paul voters from 
I f imm i of impi influence than 
could give ¢ arliamentar. ctors iat object would 
rd- Ads surely be admit to be worthy the atten- 
to whicl tor f Parliament. What said the noble 
Lord opposite, when he brought forward 
| | ! ill in 1 | 
}] 1 W € { l ne 
1 qual fic nat 
{ ( on t second rea 
or \ t] | esolved itself into 
( S | | ired to defend 
I { cet { Sp fectly unassaila 
He sl! lt if Minist 
, WS, { 
{ 1 I they would on 
- } { ) | 
; ’ ate from 
1 — 
: m le] te 
Ife desired 10/. franchise, ascertained 
test of rating, because it would 
| greater security against Improper 
iu e, ti very pri ipl on which it 
d | loy 1] Ieneland: and h 
] | }) rect I hit ircly to a rt thi 
: | ni vit! t bei ecu Lofa desire 
' to o1 ( iy I Ph | nal sh 
hill t t _ ut up } dopt- 
ie the rating to the poor, in order to 
; rtain tf ie { Va yrecaue 
IS We taken, but the I nelish bill did 
t adopt rating f rthe poor. Why was 
Gentleman said, | that abandoned Because it would give 
a value above the propel value ? No; the 
. . eround \ that different towns 
had different priuciples of rating; one 
town took three-fifths of the value, another 
{ urefif } - 2 other the whole value; SO 
that it would have been unjust and une 
l, wl different. princi- 
f rat pplied, that the rule should 
ply ij ly Lord abandoned that 
pI 1 the distinct ground that the 
test In England would be unequal But 
he nob Lord regretted, that he had not 
the opportunity of applying the test. The 
ior ls ud, ‘he would have been in 
| clined to abide by the poor-rates as a mea- 
vy out-| sure of value, but that, from all the infor 
lines were out-} mation he had received, he felt convinced 
iment that the assessments were so irregular in 


it was neces- | different par! hes, that it would not be 
wd government, | possible to have recourse to them with 
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effect.” So said the nobl | ord, 
abandon the principle of rating, solely 
account of the different principles 
rating prevailing in different places, y 
the bill was in Committee, that 
rating should be adopted; but 1 
objected to, not becau l ! 1 
test of the value, or on und t 
it would raise the qual n. 
Althorp said, that the pr ipl 
provided thie re Was au eq | C] 
rating perva line the whole county 
they would not pr st po the Reform 
till an equal principle o tin oul 
introduced. ‘They said, ‘ We it 
the test is a cood Ol What w 
circumstances of Ireland ? The H 
was going to establish a just princip 
equal principle, an uniform princip! 
plying to the whole of Ireland; the | 
was about to apply to Treland the very 
cumstances which, if they had existed 
England, the noble Lord would h 
adopted as the rule in Eneland 1] 
could it be sald, tht ti th litt 
for the poor-rates, tended to increa 
qualification 4 Phe hoi | 
Member for Dublin said \ 

to raise the franchis 15 i] 
was going to confer vi 

all he asked was, tl it sh S 
with the other fr lise fe tl 
franchise had not been abused, | 

going to raise it ; but if it had 1 

he was going to raise it, and he had 
todoso. The question was, had by 
abused ? If Seotland had ni abused 
there was no analogy Scotland rey 
aclear annual value of 1 ind Ire 
did not, the cases were diff rent, and tl 
had no right to take the same rule. I 
hon. Members read the report of the 1 
titious Votes Committee, and say whet 
the right of voting should di p ‘nd on 
opinion of the party, as to the value. 
would read the evidence of Myr. J. La 
treasurer of the « ity of Col \i \ 
Lane a person whose opinion ld 
rejected on account of the vi 

party politics? Mr. Lane s d,“Lamw 
you would call a Liberal. d for } 
Beamish and Mr. Callaghan. Thay 

for the Liberal Members ever since I 
leet.” There were instan esoty ms\ 


who were exempted from the rate, as t 
The Parliamentary Reform 
quired that voters should | 


voters 


ol, 


tenement. 


' = + eur 
Parliamentary 
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the 1O/,. franchise, HeCause rT thouclit it previou to the passiog of the Act for thi 


hit the line for establishing the integrity | removal of Catholic disabilities in favour of 
. 1} } a } { . ’ , ' 1 
of voters, and because they ought to have} the relief of t] Roman Catholic Popul 
holt ula 


a more satisfactory test of the qualification | tion from those disabilities. They wer 











ot persons than t r own Oj s lastly, | not then told, th the Pro fants were 
because it was a tually adopt Lil's he prepouderat part in frefland i] 
° . 1 ™m 4 i é : + } ’ 
1h) ot hae | DeuUsn LCTOorh UP and va argument then used was, that th Ron il 
abandoned, not because it was a bad test, } Catholr Wel i} prepor 
= } 
but because of un yu I customs Lrere particularty s 1 rdedo on 
' . ' , } < 
was another question — whether by t! that they a it town 
silane ] phe ee ‘ } | PRS : ] 
course, 1i¢ WAS Whe biustice to. the Ui prc Onde ce 1hh Chiat 
PD ' ali ae cniucl ee ae } } 
| homan I ( party, and ec! nea Which Gepences n wealth 
{ MOnNOpPolry retne i tal Nothing the areun Ss urged n fa 
, , , . } ] +] 
3 surpris do bin more than t i ro il Catholies | vious t the p 
i gested, that ta I Rehet till ut the ere 1 
i franch hew tablishin pre} -j} the Prote its of Lie | 
| ance for Prot nt FI di] loft ponderat marty | that 
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’ wealth and pectability oO i 1 h \ rati! vou ha 
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) 4 5 
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; had been told that, at the Dublin election | Roma olies? He 
; of 1835. « t | } hole ‘ cet 
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with the test of rating would not ceive e] | 
preponderance to the Protestan 
land. He had never proposed a | rial Lord J 
chise with that view, and he did 1 ye~ | { 

lieve, that it would have st n effect 

He thought, as far Dubin w ( ft 


cerned, the evidence was conclusive, t 


the Protestants would not has mol 

by such a qualification as he had pi poser [ 

and when he reflected on the num! ! 

10/7. houses in that p! ce, | could not} uy t 4 t |} 
doubt that with a 102. franchise, « 

the test of rating, they would s 

ness and impartialit 

body of cle O! Ve rit \ 


which had been applied in tl f tl t r to tl 
rating for police : ‘Hadthevy 

houses under 1\ 
affording a vote, and by that detern hich the 
had they not given it as thei 
a 10/. qu 


a ualification 


ta ‘ 
attempted to show, tl 
which they had deemed } { f vi) 


securing freedom and integrity | sit 


1 
t 


and for preventit 


perty, Was the b i Ir 


had also attempted to | 

qualification in t] ti ‘ 
it was proposed, with the test of i aan 
would not give the P1 } } 
derance, and he did entreat the T] \\ , bi 
consider the whole state i i j ‘ | ’ hon et had 


the length of time it had been 1 

sideration, the openi whicl ’ nha. 
afforded for its settlement, L ft -|} t qe 
parent prospect of a satisfactory 
which was now bef 1 

they would not all t} 
a fair and equi 

question to escape. Tle ha mu ds 
proposition wit a Vi 

derance to a party, or to establish : 

poly in favoui [ 


called upon to 1 


} 


} 


laboured diligently for th " pu 
of conciliating opp : 
he had suge ted. He eved t state 
sanctioned the pi ciple whi ' I he 
tended for—if they approved t! . t com 
tion he had propos d, the measure 1 t t Ww 
the House would be appror al of ¢ vi t ted on 
and that the bill would | l it most 
law. He did, therefore, entreat t t ( te deter tion 


adopt a qualification which was f Lon t wot rma- 


a secure and safe principle a k- 
i i 

Ireland, and which would have the effect th ted the 

of giving peace to Ireland, and of in 


for that country tranquillity and happi irse tl wed 


and all the advantaves Ol good local | ! » ff | l tarv irane 


vernment, The right hon, Baronet li- j ind Ba- 
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ropet was quite correct in saying, that, 
when the English Reform Bill came to be 
discussed in this House, those who sat 
on that (the ministerial) side of the House 
did not agree tothe pro} yosition they mi ide, 
and which was again made in Committee 

by an hon. Gentleman the Member for 


East Retford), that a rating of 10/7. should | 
be adequate as a qualification for the Par- | \ 
liamentary franchise. But the right hon. | 
Gentleman was hardly so correct when he | 


stated that the only and sole reason men- 


tioned in opposition to thi 
that the modes of rating were different, 


- 
i 





and that a different proportion of rates | 


prevailed in different towns. One reason 


which he stated, and to which the right | 


hon. Gentleman at the time referred, was, 
that a great number of persons would be 
disfranchised to whom the Government 
meant honestly to give the franchise. To 
the same effect Lord Althorp, in reply t 
the right hon. Gentleman, the Member 
for Ripon, said, 


“That the hon. ind le rned Gent ( nan ob- | 
jected that the alteration made in this clause, 
as compared with the corresponding claus« 
the last bill, would lead to a great exten 
of the suffrage, because in the la bill there 
were several tests necessary in addition to the 
value of the Hous | Li nsic \ ol 
the House, however, was felt to be the sim- 
plest test, and all othe had be 1 lisp nsed 
with,’? 


Such was the pli un and intell cible de- 
claration of Lord Althorp with regard to 
the Parliamentary qualifi¢ ration. ile 
thought, therefore, as far as the Ea iglish 
Reform Bill was concerned, no sanction 


could be found for the preseut proposition 


in any thing that took place, at least with | 
the consent and on the part of th 

proposed the Reform Bill, during the dis- 
cussions upon it. Next, with regard to 
the Scotch Municipal Reform Bill, that 
bill was not cumbered with restrictions 
as toa rate. There were certain quall- 
fications and restrictions belonging to a 
rate from which at least the municipal | 
voter in Scotland was free, but are 0 
the franchise was altogether the best that 


ose wh | 


could be taken for the Scotch municipal 
towns, especially the small municipal 


towns, is Was not prepared to say; and | 
he owned that if the question were put to | 
him whether he should impo 
strictions, or rather extend the franchise | 
in Scotch towns, the latter part of | 
the alternative he would greatly  pre- 
fer, But, however that might he, nei- 


se those re- 
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ther in the English Reform Act nor the 
Scotch Munic ipal Reform Act was the test 
of rating to be found. Was it, then, to be 
found in the English Municipal Act? 
They might look in vain there for a ten 
pound franchise accompanied by rating. 
He there found every person rated and 
occupying for a certain period allowed to 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


» for municipal councillors without any 


restriction upon value whatever. He 
thought, therefore, so far as precedent was 
|concerned, as far as the Acts to which 
Parliament had given its sanction were 
concerned, that the proposal now made 
with respect to the Trish municipal towns 
of combining a ten pound franchise with 
rating to the amount of 10/. must be ac- 
| know! edged to be a higher qualification, 
‘and a more restricted qualification than 
| that which was taking in voting for Eng- 
Members of Parliament, English mu- 
nicipal councillors, or Scotch municipal 
councillors.’ He was about to declare, that 
the right hon. Baronct’s proposal, be it 
for better or worse, would impose, with 
regard to the Irish municipal franchise, a 
higher qualification than Parliament had 
hitherto thought it necessary to take. 
The right hon. Baronet had said, that 
there were three ae pnageoesi which he 
proposed with regard to this franchise. 
With respect to one of them, namely, that 
of uniformity, he thought the right hon. 
Baronet used a singular argument, when 
he said that as there was an uniform fran- 
chise with respect to Parliamentary elect- 
ors and corporation electors in England, 
he propose dl that there should be a uniform 
franchise in Ireland. He admitted, that 
they might have a uniform franchise, and 
the only question was, what kind of uni- 
form franchise should it be? They might 
say to the people of England and Ireland 
they ought to live upon a uniform diet, 
but whether that diet should consist of 
wheaten bread or of potatoes would make 
He, there 
fore, did not think that the people of 
Ireland ought to be satisfied with the 
ssertion of a uniform franchise because 


é : : 
the whole question in dispute. 


they saw one In Eneland ; the amount and 
nature of the franchise was yr whole 
question in dispute. What, then, was 


the nature of a 10/. house, or warehouse 
rated at 10/7. a year? Was it merely a 
house of the value of 10d. a year and no 
more? The right hon. Baronet. said it 
was; he said it was not the mere value, 
and, without going into much discussion, 
he could show some difference, by aps 
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pealing to an Act that was passed only] professed, to | tuat by feelings of 
two years ago, called * An Act to regu | orace and ki towards | nd and a 
late Parochial Assessments.” That Act, | wish to pla her municipal tow1 t] 
after imposing such burdens as poor-rate, !same footing the towns of Eneland and 
county-rate, &c., upon householders, went la the people of Treland would bi 
on to state that in 1m} wing the rate it] s to | i t] Ht t of thet 
was a fair principl to take into consider- } SSIOL Li i i t! { ist that 
ation the nature of th property and if | they uli ve f double riction In 
the property were su h ag ah e that | t! 1] rig Ba 
required ré pairs from year to year to keep | 1 t to show 
up its value, if was plain that ( at t franchise 
rate should be put upon a hou to t that there 
which was put upon land which \ right h 
require the same ¢ Kpenuses [ { otit not d \ 
this was a very good principle with 1 1 Com- 
to rating, and this bill { vil to admi 
the amount of rent required to enti t f t test of 
holder of a house to vote, added mit, that rating 
words, ‘‘ceducting the probal \ should be 
costs of repairs, insurances, and other « wth together 
penses necessary to maintain thy use In| W ual t than he 
a state to demand such rent Ph pre ed | he | 1b said 
were not the expenses of a hous et Ire t t there w us cases in which the 
year to year, which were usually paid by | number of Partia tury el s had been 
the tenant: on the c ntrary, they were | sw l up by ] ns who had properly 
usually paid by the landlord, and it was,} no rmeht to th nchis If t were 
therefore, very fair aud just to say, that | the case, the consequence must be, that 


when they imposed a burden, they would | 
consider the principle of the burden as 
compared with the house, and that they 


would only rate according to the value of 


the property. When the question was 
the giving the franchise, and they had a 
person paying 10/. a year rent, was it 
just to say, that they would deduct the ex- 
penses which naturally belonged to ¢l 

landlord, the expenses of repairs, und 
that, although a person pa d 10/4. a vi t 

his landlord, and paid what were usually 


the r 
hot 


the tenant’s taxes, yet 
under 10/. a year, he 
vote? Such, however, must be the eflect of 
the right hon. Baronet’s proj osition. In} 
either case a person paying rates and taxes | 
to the amount of 5/. 
10/. a year besides in rent, would not have 


be d 


was qualified to 


or 6/., and paying 


a vote, because from his 1062. must 
ducted the amount 
and if these amounted to 
person paying 10/. a year would 
qualitied. This restriction 
posed on the 10/. householder in Eng! 


necessary for 
or 82., 
be dis 
was 


el 
waa | 


who voted for Members of Parliament, or | 
upon the voters for councillors in Scot- | 
land — this qualification and this - | 

| 


striction were reserved peculiarly 
especially for Ireland; and if they pro- | 
posed to impose these restrictions uy 
Ireland, at the very moment when t} 


eV } 


professed, and he had no doubt sincerels 





eee ene isa lectors for Ir 
number of municipal electors for Ire- 


the 


land would | more restricted than thre 
number of Parliamentary electors: and 
the numb ¥ therefore, wou 1 be so eCX- 
tremely limited, whether Protestant or 
( th sie for hic ‘ i not wish t ter into 
that question), that the great proportion 
Chi hh | aers rou d be elt ded. 

| i e returns before the Hous 
t of | householders in dif- 
t \ in | cd » Duneannon 

y tar t 107, 19 Lenni 
boy | n | l Kinsale nl 

1 Lisburne 1 ! Tralee 174 
Ches turis 1, that the number of 
Parliamentary electors a little exceeded or 
fell below 200, and yet the right hon. Ba- 
ronet pro} a to mit it st il further, and 
to restrict all those towns which were be- 
v the franchise at all to about « hun- 
dred, or one hundre nd twenty voters. 
\s the right hon. Gentleman s n dl to be 
so Imn ibly attached to a 1 fi inchise, 
tT } ula be 1 Ss In pre }) sing’ any 
other to him Let those who would thus 
restrict th ranchise of the peopl of Tre. 
land remember, that the « irs of the 1) ople 
of Ireland must be co ted by other 
Ne than tha t wa ned ry »re- 
S t lL privile S 1 Ireland, in 
maintain the Church | iblish- 

ment In his opinion t was hot at | 


fair that the peo 
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debarred from the enjoyment of their con- | 
titutional privileges, simply because in 


Vi oul | 


the 


the estimation of some, their exercis 
ym} atible with the welfare of 


Sis ellef wan: that it thes 


be inc 
hurch. 





wished the people of Ireland to form an 
united, loyal, and affectionate p rtion oO 
the kingdom that even if t ( led 
nothine on the score f the Church, if th 
persisted in leaving it et it W t 
present—still the wisest way would not | 
to tell them the Church of freland stood in 
the wav of all their franchises ; but to say, 
‘We will mi! no pale concession on 
toe = I he Church, but) y hall 
have all your franchi ind your | on) 
in} th fullest possibie man hen 
vhatever may be voi ob] us to ow 
Chureh, we shall feel \ 

have no temptation to | ve th ul 
ants of it Let tl vould rtal 
these franchises, recoll { tli } 
now at the end of a long period during 
which the greatest proscriptions and penal 
ties had been laid upon the Roman Catho- 
lics of Ireland; and, calling to mind the 


words of a great statesman, that ‘ confi- 


dence is a plant of slow growth in an aged 
bosom,” let them consider that confidence 
was also of slow growth amongst a lone- 
pers a poopie. His firm opinion was, 


was the intention of the House of 
the peopie Ireland 
their constitutional franchises in the fullest 
and most effectual ma but if, in 
cording those franchises, they gave them in 
a more restricted manner than they were 


enjoyed in any other part of the kingdom, 
‘ } 


that 


rato to give 


mer < ac= 


if SO actll! 


they ought not to be surprisc Te 
Was au ted as a p! di t t the same oid 
spirits still remained: and that whilst they 


i 


professed te give eve ry free dom and fran- 
chise to which the people of Ireland could 
he ( ntitl dl, They lid it in.§ eal us and 
erudging a manner that no dk pendence 
should be placed upon their fulfilling all 
{ i 
that liberal polic y which thev had set out 
by pr ifessing. Con Tat ri 7. there fore, the 
past events which had taken ace In lre- 


also th 


ye 
iMaeriwMeg 


land, and consideri 
of that country—con 
the object, 
HTouse, but he tirmls 


g pres ut sta 

that it was 
that 
ol the ere 1 


the intentions which 


itt at the t 


not of any one partv in 


bye lev | 


majority of it, to fulfil 
; le etl To . . 
were deciared Dy Vit Ime of 


{COMMONS} 


the Union, entertaluing these sentiments, 
he could assure the Committee that they 


1 } 


they supp sea 


the pi! 


would be inted if 
that he 


otf the 


disapp 
should concede to 
Nleabe r 


‘oposition 
rg hit hon 


| then in | 


? , 
r Tre land P. §36 


Sir E. Sueden was understood to say, 


1 brat Ii spoke amidst continual inte rruptions 


that he lamented the tone which had per- 
vaded the speer h of the Lord, be- 

use his right hon. Friend had entered 
into this debate on the very grounds on 


i “ee ‘es 
which the noble Li nad 
} 
+] 
ci 


noble 


rad previously said 


ISCUSS¢ d. As 
, he aii he 


iis question ought to be d 


} | third c 
this was but the third pec 


) ad. 


was not taking too great a liber 
lressine t] [louse on sol i ay 
thous t interruptions exceedingly 
unbecoming con ring the quarter 
whence thie im No man was more 
willit than he to give way to the sense 
i t} Hou but vhel hie inte ‘rupted 
in tl wav, he did not feel inclined to 
ibandon his purpose of addressing a few 
observations to. the Llouse on what had 
fallen from the noble Lord. In the discus- 
yn) the Reform Bill, in 1831. the test 
f the 10/, qualification was objected to 
because it was justly contended, that the 
rating was different in different parts of 
the country, and that therefore a 10/. qua- 


li cation in some places 


» Po 


’ ; : ; 
LOrd fitmsell bad in 


would be equal to 
in othe rs. i noble 


the first bil 


qualification ‘he 
| proposed 
the large 
y, that the 
Baronet was 
It was 
Gentlemen to create inter- 
ruption than to afford information to the 
House on that subject. The noble Lord 
sald, that ifthe 10/. qualification were 
» bill, it would be 


aif 
something 


qualification for several of 
how, then, could he say 
the right hon. 
religious test 


towns: 
proposition of 
intended 


much « 


to be a 


not e fry 
aster Tor 


had 
inserted in 
to add 
test; but that 


thie y did not ask 


necessary 
more than 10/. to the 
at they required 
inything beyond the 102. 
noble Lord, then, 
the test so as to 


Lie wished 


was not wl 


qual iticatic ns; let the 
cation of 
samount. 


rationall ly 


iframe some mod 
+] + . 

to that Precise 

' 


i@ question to pe 


bring it 


} 
+) 
ul 


discussed ; 


he was trying to see W hich was the reason- 
)] side or the Liouse, and he woul ld te 1] 


would 
Gentlemen 
they did 


Gentlemen that 
S bet 


hon. 
} 


ju (he 


the country 
Hon. 


ween them. 


mil because 


not 


t cry “ question” \ 
ike to hear but that would not 
satisfy the country. It should be remem- 
that in Ireland the tenant paid no 
assessed taxes, and only half the poor-rate 
was to be pai d by the tenant ; but in Eng 
the wh the poor rates and 
e pald by the tenants : so 
-neland the tenant had to obtain 
to enable him to 
both those instances the 


1 
i 
i: 
il 


reason, 


be red, 


0 le of 


land 
assessed taxes we 
vote, 


adieher franchise 


mdm scale was 
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turned | , 
Ireland. It would 1) 


way over those of Ene 

On these eround 

test prop } 
i i ‘ _ 

near him was unopjectio 


sume time, if the nol 


out any modification of th 


it would not 


clear yearly value or 1 


Sugden) had no reason 


that any such alteration or 


the test would be met with 


feeling by his meht h 


The Altor) -G 


reduce the vaiue | 


Commitee would onou 


thought he should be « 
t} 


iC 
\T 7 
sicmver for = 


proposal of the 1 
I 


effect of raisin 
higher than it st 
in Scotland, and 


than the value was. rev 


be in the bill propounded 


Government. He agreed 
hon. Baronet Opposit 

it wis important t lave 
[Te looked with > ore 


mite h abhorrence as did 
Baronet at the perjuries 
voters being allowed to 


OWwnD Oat 


' r 
th) 
i 
AA 
+ 
Té 
? 
. 


they |i 


out of which they claimed the f 


He admitted thy 


mode of valuatio », and In 


the « xperience of former 


\ 


} 
agiineculities of 


; 
j 
hea 
| 
lil 
3 
+ 
tin 
I \ 
l l 
¢ 








pe BOE . hn 
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not apply to boroughs.] The right hon. 
Baronet said this proviso did not : apps 
a He (the Attorney-Genera 
begged to say, that it had been so pei | 
by el revising barristers but two, who | 
at Cc oventry allowed deduetions to Ib 


made from the rent for repairs ; but in no | 
and he, | 


so decided, 


conten ‘ded, that acco ding both 


other case had it been 
therefore, 
to the English and Trish Parliamentary 


franchise, the tenant paying I ( a-Veul 
rent was entitled to vote without recurrin 

ee i 
to any bargain existing between bim and 


his landlord w ‘th respect 
what would be the effect of the qualifica- 
tion proposed how I the right lion. 
Baronet the Member for Tamworth ? 1] 
said he must have the test of ass 

ment. Now, assessment neccessarily inivo- 
duced deductions from the amount of rent 
for taxes, for all outgoings, for repairs, and 
for insurance; so that a tenant who now 
paid 102. per annum rent would not, after 
those deductions, be assessed at 10/., but 
at 8/., or even 5/.; and, therefore, if the 
qualification proposed by the right hon. 
Baronet should be adopted by 
mittee, one-half of those otherwise entitled 


to vote would be entirely disfranchised. | ¢ 
| afforded by the poor-rate. 


This test of assessment the right hon. 
Baronet took from the Irish Poor-law Bill, 
and contended, that assessment should be 
the criterion of value. The Irish Poor-law 
si1] made deductions for ; 
he had enumerated, and the effect of the 


adoption of assessment as a criterion of 
th t hundreds and thou- | 


value would be, 
sands of those w!] 


} | 


) pa ud hon hide 101. 
rent, and who had the Parliamentary 
franchise, would not possess 
franchise; in short, that in Treland, a 


the munic ip il 


the com- | 






ct 
aha 


| 


} 


ll the outgoings | 


much poorer country than either Eneland 


or Scotland, there would be the very 
highest qualification. He must ask, was 
that just—was it reasonable? The right 
hon. Baronet said, he was pledged to a 
10/. value, and a 10/. assessment. The 
right hon. Gentleman, the Member for 
Ripon, seemed inclined to depart from that 
to which the right hon. Baronet had irre- 
vocably pledged themselves. Be that as it 
might, a vast difference existed | 
10/. value and a 10/. asses sment For 
these reasons it seemed to him that the 
right hon. Baronet would find, that dis- 
senting from the Government proposal to 
reduce the value to 5/., even on his own 
principle considerable deductions must 
necessarily be made from the rent actually 


paid, 


etween a 


1 it that the clea 


| value of a 


| the _— in which the 


| hon. and learn 


test of the value of 





i 
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. Fol lel said, every hon. Gentle- 


mtn wl ho had spoken from the other side 
( he Tlouse, including his hon. aes 
learn d Friend ‘len had just sat down, had 
expressed his willingness to adopt some 
the premises occupied, 
[iis hon. and learned Friend had said, that 
he had the same abhorrence as the right 


hon, Baronet at the perjuries arising from 


thi | ] nt system, and his (l ( ypre ssed his 
anxiety to apply a test. The torney- 
General did not object to the test of th 
| ee } 
poor-law  assessmen provided he was 
? 1 = 
5 fied it would not increase the rental 


But neither his hon. and learned Friend 
' 7 had pointed 
out any possible test but that of rating, 


and, therefore, if it could be shown that 
did not ine t} tmount of 
i] must agree that it was th 


His lion. and learied Friend 
to the statute of Queen Anne, 
which require d an assessment on the 40s. 
frecholder. Tha tatute, it was true, 
was not ie a why he knew not, but 





it had not been pointed out that any in- 
convenience had arisen from that practice. 
He, therefore, not suppose there 
\isted any objection to the test of value 
Ile and those 
who thought with him wanted to be 
to be satisfied that the annual value was 
10/. bona fide y and if he could see that 
the rating w uuld raise the franchise above 
the value of 10/., he for one 


could 


(and he was 
sure he ey presst d the feelings of those on 
would have no 
app lied 
ould prevent the pos- 
sibility of the franchise being so raised ; 
but let them not be told that because the 
rating test would raise the value, that 
therefore the value should be lowered from 
10/. to 5/7, But in what way was it pos- 
sible that the value could be raised by the 
adoption of the test proposed ? He “took 
ascertaining the 
House was to know what that 
House would let for, the tenant being sub- 
ject to all the usual pier ove That was 
lue was estimated 
in Eneland, aun d_ that a tenant should 
pay the tenant’s taxes and tenant’s repairs, 
and, subject to those burdens, the rent 
paid was the fair criterion of value. Now, 
the mode of rating in Ireland, was pre- 
cisely that, with but two exceptions. Th 
1 Member for Dublin said 
that in Ireland the landlord 
tennant’s Doubtless 


his side of the Tieuse) 
objection to any alteration being 
to that test which w 


r mode of 


never did 


repairs, the hon. and 
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learned Gentleman was rielit, and 
his position as to this not ratsi the trane- 


NI 2¢ 2? (t ] Con 


Z 





chise was correct, for if the tena t repaired 
then that item would not bea d lu t1 

but the asse 
annual value or d 
lord did the repairs, to what extent would 


“NF 
sment would | 


1) 
Put sil 





that raise the value? [un Ireland t] 
was no house-tax, no wind 4 
there were no ass ed | 
were certain municipal 
i 


the corporate to 
to Dublin, for +] incu 
city stood perl i nd 
therefore its consid tj 
, oN 
ponead. NOW 
repairs come 
according to th 


for Dublin, to Db thi z Phere, t! ( 


remained the charg 

would be, perhaps, 280 Ot. ba 
utmost the application of the proy 
of value would only increase t! 


V increas 1 INK 
a-V@al. Was it hex Us t hie 


by 1s. or 


proposition of his right hon. Friend in- 


volved that risk that the noble Lord 

once would lower the franchise to 5/.? 
If the public were to judge between the | 
propositions, he would state, that he and | h 
his Friends wanted to have t 
settled on this basis—that there should b 








areal and bona fide franchise of 10 
to ascertain that value they were willing 
to have the test of the Poor law Baill 1) 
plied—a test which could not rai 
franchise above 4s. or . : Hle spoke 
himself and others who «acted h hn 
when he said they were perfect] 
to allow any alteration Lo be intr duce l | 
into the mode of fixing the rate in order | 
to ascertain, and only ascertain, that the | t 
real value was 10/. ‘They did not wish 
increase the franchise; all agreed that |! 
some test of value was necess ‘ry ; this tal 
they held to be the only safe and proper 
one, and they asked the Government and 
the House to consent to that test. ; @ 
The Solicitor-Gene reminded = t i t] 
Committee that the question really before | d 
it was whether the words “ten pounds 
should be inserted in the clauss before 


7 


and said, he wished the Committee to under- | 1 
stand what the effect of that inser 

would be. He brought 
the test. He would 


suppose a 
A 


in the pound, which would be 10s. pert 
annum upon each 10/. house—a ri 
twenty-five per cent. upon what the | 

said was the full l 


rating in this country. 
Only two years since, an Act ol 


VOL. XLII, (203 


Parh i= j 
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some certain and varying test by which to 


ascertain it—some mode of proof which 


1] ve }: ] ] 
could neither be disputed nor evaded \s 
to the amount, he could not possibly con 

i ° 


ceive, that for iny popular purpose r quir- 
ing at once an exercise of intelligence and 
an interest 1 i 
to go below the ten | 

towns of Ireland. ‘This was the » 


at which the judgment as well as the expe- 


t was prudent 


rience of the framers of the Reform 411] 
had fixed its amount, and he believed, that 
if any change whatsoever had been wrought 


: , ee 
in the minds of the supporters by the 
. 1 . “ts . 
experience of the last six years, the in- 
clination of their opinion was, that « some- 


given a better security against the evastot 
. 47 ? “ | ° } } 
and abuse of the law, and that in Ireland 


what higher amount would have, at leas 


the constituencies as at present registered, 


had fallen considera! 
which it had been their intention to main- 


ly below the standard 


tain as a limit Concurring, as he did, in 
the abstract opin yn, as to the pro i 
fixing 10/. as the mini 
for the exercise of political rights, h 


{ 


could not, with any consistency, assent to 


nie Quali lon 


fixing a lower ratio for twUnIel al. Tn the 
ereat towns in Ireland esp clally, the two 


functions would be of almost co-equal im- 


portance ; there would be the same exer- 


cise of judgme nt, and the same s ope for 
opinion, besides the investment with a new 
power not hithe rto enjoyed by any popular 
body in the kingdom ; namely, the power 
of levying a rate, and of raising taxes on 
the community ; for it could not, with any 
force, be contended that duties such 
these involved a minor exertion of inte 
gence and prudence, ora less direct interest 
in the representation of property, than the 
selection of a Member to serve in Parlia- 
meut: or that, whilst the secu ity of a 


10/7, interest was deemed prudent to be 


exacted for t 
half that amount might be taken as suth- 


} 


cient for the other? On the contrary, he 


one, thre possession of ones 


believed, that in the large towns in Ireland, 
such as Cork, Limerick, and Belfast, towns 
rapidly increasing in extent, and peopled 
with a busy and activesminded manufac- 
turing population, the duties of judicious 
local economy, and etiective self-govern 

ment, so as to promote so ial order as well 
as internal comfort, would require even 
ereater judgment, and more practical intel- 
ligence, than ordinarily belonged to the in- 
ferior class of Parliamentary electors. This 
conviction of the importance of the fune- 


4 ? 
tions about to be devolved pon these ne 


rations £( OMMONS} 
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mu cipal bodies naturally led to another 
cousideration, on which he would equally 
Oppose the reduction of the franchise below 
10/, It would be impossible, after such a 
reduction for one purpose, to resist it for 

ionld ultimately have an 


others, and we shoul 
unanswerable argument, as well as an 


urgent demand, for a 5/. Parliamentary 


franchise. It would be impossible for men 
to sce their netehbours in a rank of | not 
essentially superior to their own exercising 
privileges from which they were excluded, 
In the schedule to the present bill which 
‘ontained th names of thos towns to 
which It was proposed to Give l 

franchise, t I \ I ent n towns that 
now returned rs to serve In Par- 
liament } t to he ti pated 
or believed, that the 5/7. householders of 
these seventeen towns, after having once 


been admitted to exercise popular munt- 


é “ae ‘ ; : 
Ctpa: Tights, alte becoming accustomed to 
i the forins and excitements ol popular 
, . . . ‘ 
elections, Canvassings pollings, and con- 
tests—aiter seiecting and returbiny officers 
to tax and govern their several towns— 


would not look with anxtous jealousy on 
those who exercised the only right from 
which they were excluded; and, finally, 
demand to be admitted to the Parliamen- 
tary franchise also? Nor did he see by 
what argument or answer that demand 
could be successfully met, if they were now 
to be invested with other functions not one 
whit less dignified and important. But, 

ight be t 


the amount of the fran hise, he considered 


1 
{ 


is limit to 


however important mig 


it practically of even less importance than 
the accompanying proposition of the right 
Pe oe cate: 
hon. Baronet of the rating test by which to 
ascertain it. The experience of the work- 
ine of the present re istration system in 
| | 


Ireland hac amply proved, that without 


some such controlling check, the nominal 
102. franchise would be little better than 


and that even a 
Ol. qualification could, by diat of perjury 
and fraud, be manufactured out of a 5/ 
house, if the eecupant was disposed to try 
the experiment. The advantage ofa rating 
test, in a political point of view, as a sclf- 
acting regulator, by which the law would 
be enabled to work itself, and to enforce its 
own provisi: ns, would not be less gratify ine’ 
than its operation, ina moral point of view, 
in putting an end to fraud and false swear- 


1 
ing before the re istering officer. He did 
not hesitate to avow his hope and hi 
bcolief that this test, if once established for 


municipal pubpo ; hy law, Vi mold. ih 
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practice, be extended to all analogous in | tl duty, or upon the 1 ering barrister 
quiries, and be finally adopt d and acted btamine tl franchi ( | ps upon 
upon in determining the Parliamentary | both, and to obviate it, t) was | 0) 
franchise also. He did not anti ipate hol mn} n ! rem namel to 
wish for that which had b ttributed or | r th luat these prem to a 
surmised by hon. Members Opposite, that | third party, who would have no interest 
this proposal, if carried, would have the | in falsify his return. The fundamental 
effect of raising the qualification above the | priuciple of the proposition made by th 
nomival amount, or of converting a nomi- | rig hie Baronet for the settlement of 
nal J0/. franchise into a 1 or Ql ti ' it appeared to him, a 
What he sought was a 10/. franchise, | qualification uniform in amount with tl 
not in name only, but ia reality; not 1 umentary inchis nd test of 
the mere iiterested and prejudiced Opinio h would r r tl amount 
of the owner himself, but in the « —and so mu nportance did he 
deliberate judgme nt of disinterested an: t to the latte rtion of that propo- 
impartial strangers. Reference had hee —so much ue did h tribute to 
made to the system of valuation at present V in politi but in a 
10 practice under local Acts in Treland, |) point \ that if ! tcl 
and the cases of Be fast and otl r to 1} l pre rt 
had been quoted, in which the valuation en ion dy vy, and a 5/. 
was practically from ten to twenty per | mpanie est, which 
cent, under the value. That was true, but | ud put an end to both, | hould = in 
it was also avowedly and notoriously tru v prefer the latte He would prefer 
there was no dec ption practised, and tl i well-ascertained ing to 
valuation being thus known to be liberal | any nominal m whi hilst it pro- 
towards the parties to be rated was never to mean a franc would, in 
taken as conclusive ( vidc nce in dispute Sas I t } tn ! vthi e to whit n mbi- 
to value. But it would be very different | claimant might ch to annex his 
under the poor-law, which, as it now stood, | false and fictitious estimate. He hoped 
would exempt no class of property from | that the House would see the equity as 
hearing its portion of the public burthen, | well as the expedien y of conforming to 
and would, therefore, afford no opening for |b th these proposals of the right hon, 


the exercise of partiality in permitting 
some parties to go exempt at the expens¢ 


of others, The rates to be ley rT (dl would be 


Baronet ; and for his part, so vitally essen- 
il did he ird both the the 
that he should consider the surren- 


ti: reo 0 and 


Lic 


other, 


too serious in amouut for any one party to dk r or defeat of elther one or the other 
sereen another in evading his portion of | is a virtual discomtiture of the entire plan 
the common impost. At present the prac- | for the adjustment of municipal corpora- 
tice of granting EXCISC lice neces fo) the sale ti ns ll if land 

of spirits in Ireland was to charge for each Mr. Sergeant TV% contended that tl 
according to a graduated scale, all houses | « nee between the amount of annual rent 
below the value of 1O/, obtaining th | t teable valu uuld net be a few shil- 
licence for a sum of 3/. or 4/. a-year lower | lin s alleged by t ind Jearned 
than those whose annual value was above | M r fur Exeter, but would amount to 
10/., so that practically the proof tl pound It had really stounded him to 
a man’s rent was under 10/. availed him | | t hon. Gentleman rt, that the 
from 31. to 4/. a-year in obtaining his | difference would be only a few shillings. 
licence. Now he had recently moved for} A 1 house could surely not be made a 
and obtained a return of all excise licences | permanent source of income by the expen- 
granted in Ireland to houses under the | diture of a few shillings per annum. Pe. 
value of 102. In that return he was |{rishable property like that which consisted 
astonished to find no less than 313 houses | of hous must, for rating purposes, be 
included as licensed in Belfast alone; but } put on an equality with other property, 
on coming to scrutinize that list, he was | such as land. The commissioners must 
still more astonished to find, that of these nvert the income arising from house rent 
at least 200 had been duly registered as | into a permanent income. Surely 10/. a- 
bond fide 10/2, householders, and as such y¢ ir arising from al hie use ce uld not be 
had voted at the last election. Now, in | considered as at all equal to the same sum 
this case, there was a manifest fraud, either | arising from land. 

upon the excise in evading the payment of Ir. Nheal asked what was the course 
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which this 
right hon. Baronet 
that he was wrong to a certam extent on 
a point of fact. (Sir R. Peel, No. He 
thought it was now conceded that the 
proposition orig 
and learned Friend the Member for Dub- 
lin, which had been strenuously resisted by 
the Member for Exeter, had some founda- 
tion. The hon. and learned — man 


OW app ared to feel 


inally made by his hon. 


the Member for Exeter, contended that 
there was no difference aspies en actual 
and rateable value. ‘The hon. Baronet 


admitted a 
unalterable on the subject of the 10/. 
rent. Now, if the bon. Baronet had th 
wisdom to change his mind, he should 
have the virtue to chan his conduct. 
He thought tl had been 
made by hon. Members opposite upona 
point of fact established by hon. Members 
at his side of the House—viz., that there 
was a difference between the rateable and 
actual value. Instead of engaging in the 
small sophistications or ingenious sub- 
tleties which the hon. Baronet had intro- 
duced, but for which the House had no 
capacity, they should go at once to the 


iat a concession 


o 
broad fact, that between the actual and 
rateable value there was an essential 
ference. The difference was as great, in 
his opinion, as twenty-five percent. They 
had got that great point. The hon. 
Baronet and his party were receding; 


£COM 


1 , > 
difference, but declared himself 


MONS} 


question had taken? The] hon. Baronet, 








(Ireland). 648 


taking the noble Lord’s 


view of the subject, insisted that there 
should be a difference between the muni- 
cipal and Parliamentary franchise, and 
said he would not require a 10/, rating as 
a qualification. Would they not deal 
with Ireland as they dealt with their own 
country? He did not like to use the 
phrase ** justice to Ireland,” because it 
was regarded as a sort of cant phrase 

but he wo ul | says that equity to Ireland, 
if they pref the term, consisted in 
equality Wi ith En. land, andon that equality 
they did insist. He had another point to 
submit. When the hon. Baronet was in 


| office in 1829, he passed a bill for Ireland, 


| cation substituted. He saw no 


they would not stick to their proposition ; 


they found thems lves wrong?’ 
fact; 1! ey caine forw ard first saying they 
were ied n to no proposal, and then made 

a proposal, founded upon facts which they 
now admitted, but upon which they were 
originally in error, ‘There was another 
fact to which he wished to draw attention. 
The hon. 
Scotch bill at great length, and quoted 
the speech of L ord Jeftr y. He had read 


in point of 


commonly called the Paving and Lighting 
Bill, conferring powers analo oOUS 
conferred on the corporatio ns—the 


1 


to those 
» power 
of taxing for lighting, paving, and watching 
By this bill, however, the corporations 
were deprived of almost all functions 
except those he had named. A rate and 
a franchise were introduced. But what 
did the right hon. Baronet, and what was 
the franchise ? He took the 5/. rent as a 
qualification according to the 9th George 
4th, chap. 82, to which he referred the 
hon. Baronet. In small towns such as 
Clonmel he made 5/. the test of qualifi- 
cation, and yet by this act 5/. householders 
were to be rejected, and the LOZ. qualifi- 
equity 
he saw no equality—he saw no sound 
reason in that. They dwelt upon the 
point of uniformity. They wanted uni- 
formity between Dublin and Cork, between 
Waterford and Limerick, between Clonmel 
and Drogheda; but he wanted a nobler 
uniformity —he wanted an uniformity 
between England and Ireland. That was 


| the uniformity he demanded, on which he 


Baronet had expatiated on the | 


the speech of the hon. Baronet himself on | 


the English Corporate Reform Bill, | 
which he said, that the Scotch 102. fvan- 
chise ought not to be adopted. He re- 


| doing so in telling the 


ferred in that speech toa speech made by | 


the noble Lord not far from him, in which 
that noble Lord said, that the 10/. fran- 
chise was too high a qualification. When 
the English Municipal Bill was at stake, 
the noble Lord came forward and repudi- 
ated the narrow Scotch qualification. He 
would read his words. [The hon. Mem- 
ber then read an extract from the speech 
of the noble Lord to that effect.] 





The] site had now become a subject of con- 


insisted, and upon which he knew he 
should prevail. He had said nothing 
whatever to excite offence, and it would 
not be inconsistent with his desire to avoid 
» right hon. Baronet 
that he was mistaken—that he was pur- 
suing a policy inconsistent with the prin- 
ciple he had admitted, and acting most 
anomalously in giving to Ireland a dif- 
ferent qualification from England and 
Scotland. Why give them corporate 
reform at all? They were laughed 

two years ago, as just now, when they 
spoke of justice to Ireland in reference to 
this measure. What was then a subject 
of merriment with hon. Gentlemen oppo 
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cession; and he thought that those whose | bon fide possession of proper 
own experience had taught them to feel! clear annual v 


they were in error, might misdoubt their 


own judgment, and have some misgivings | 
as to the propriety of their own conduct. | 


between 
Lord In) 


¢ +} 
i Cult 


s distinction 


The nobl 
d upon t| 


But why make thi 
the two countries 7? 
his reply had toue 


ilbal 


point of the case Ife said, that h 
Members opposite acknowledged 
were making a different qualification f 
England and Ireland, because the 1 
ofthep ople of Irelandare RomanCa 

It was an admitted fact. TH]e had watched 
every hon. Member who had _ suces | 
the noble Lord on the Opposite side of t 
House, and he had remarked, that on tha 
subject they were most studiously t 
It was, however, a silence more significant 
than anything the English language could 
supply. There was no doubt, then, that 
they were acting upon that principle of 


partial legislation. He would submit to ani 


thine upon honorable grounds, but 

told that his religion was the reason of 
disfranchisement, he disdained submiss 
Let hon. Members opposite not take him to 
task. Let them take to task their lead 
for they were the men that had mad is 
admission. Tell them that they 
wrong in making it; wrong in isti 
upon a 102. qualification; and wrong in 
making that qualification a Church ques- 
tion. If they had not done so, he begged 
their pardon, and was glad the House was 
in Committee, as they might have an oj 


portunity of ample retractation. 

Sir Robert Peel said, he did not rise to 
reply, but it was of importance that their 
real intentions not be 
stood. What he wished was a 10J. fran 
chise. He wished that to bea bond fide 


should 


franchise, to be conferred by what in 
England was called a clear annual value. 
He was satisfied with the terms of the 
original act, if they would have given him 


what would have been really and truly a 


]02. franchise. He was satistied 


but he was not satisfied to let it rest uj 
the oath or opinion of the party. TH ul 
therefore, that they must call in 


indispensable condition, the principle of 
rating, that he must have that check upon 
the opinion on oath of the party. But 
had said from the first, and he contin 
to repeat, that under the pretext of asking 


} 
| 


lif 
i 


lish a higher franchise. The franchise in 


England was exercised on account of a| istic of the people? 





Ni 


misunder- | 


jt n. Member 
| had he not said, th 
a 10/. franchise, he did not seek to estab- | from an imperfection in 


| 
} 
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words 
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yt this ¢ uue 


10/7. Tle wanted no mor 
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laW SHOUIG Is Lie Iran Cc I in | 
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Cases 
learned 
on: with many other 
tted a d deplored, 


it he felt it | id 


f perjury, which the h id 


arisen 


the provisions of 
the law, and not from anything character- 
With respect to his 
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intention to insult the people of Ireland, 
the hon. and learned Gentleman said so, 
because he (Sir Robert Pe 1) propose | to 
adopt a different qualification for Ireland 
and Scotland If he were guilty of that 
intention upon such grounds, the noble 
Lord opposite was equally sO. He asked 
for this test because Parliament had con- 
sented to appoint a committee to consider 
to what degree the prevalence of fictitious 
voting had defeated the provisions of the 
Reform Act. He was not aware that any 
such committee bad been appointed for 
Scotland. ‘There might have been im- 
proper divisions of property in Seotland, 
but had there been any such illezations 
respecting the municipal corporations ? 
He did find in the report of the committee 
in the eas of Cork and other P 
evidence of the imperfections of the ex- 
isting law as to prevent his being 
with the opinion of the voters alone 
was admitt 
temptations to overrate thi 
thereby perjure, we 
and too often acted upon. He, therefore 
felt, that nothing more strongly showed 
how impregnable was his situation than 
the attempts of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman opposite to create prejudic 
against him and his proposition. He cou 
assure the House, that the idea of offering 
insult to the people of Ireland by word or 
action never once on that or any otler 


Cs 
Id 


que stion entered his mind. 

Mr. O'Connell said, that he imputed no 
motives. He wanted to come to facts, 
and from facts he drew his conclusions. 
Cases of fraud had been stated to have 
occurred in the revisti ition in Trel ind ; sO 
there had been in Scotland, and frauds 
not only amongst the lower, but amongst 
the very highest, classes. He did not say 
those allegations were true; but if they 
were, they were such as would degrade 
some of the worst classes who appeared at 
the Old Bailey. What he condemned was, 
that the inference drawn from the alleged 
frauds in Cork should be, that a different 
system of legislation should be applied to 
Ireland from that which was applied to 
England and Scotland. He did not blame 
the right hon. Baronet for his language 
towards Ireland. He blamed him for his 
conduct. In his words he flattered her, 
but he insulted her by his conduct. 

The Committee divided on the original 
motion :—Avyes 286; Noes 266 :—Ma- 
jority 20 
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657 Lmpresonme / ; Vy ‘E ft s fol De / fy) 
Lord Chancellor said, that iu pelt ipa inetliectual ina probably ruld « iS 
of the Imprisonment for Debt Bill, of which torether, if some means were not 


a : . : ; ? 
he rose to move the third reading, was | vided by-which thev could enforce 
fully considered -on the seeond reading, | o1 iid decision It peared, the 

: 
but as their Lordships had referred it to a re, to thi ct committee, that it 
select committee, and that committ t consist wit What wa LU { th 
made considersble alterati ir ate t “ao | ; m 


nris 
O Hcl I linprison- 
é [ 


thought it right to call their Lordships’ t t next became th 


attention to those alterations. Their Lord- it { mmittee to conside vy what 

i i a . : 

SHIps would r¢ lect tha t Ss Dil l- | ft { i y ¢ i] | Iniprisonn tin 
1] , 1 ° 

vinally came from t louse of Com S14 f { S 


last Session, withu few days tt tf the | pa te 
prorogation of Parliament, which to that last { y in the few 
vented the consideration f it byt 3eS: the committee had 
Lordships it that time. i Ht hay ) ended t bill. with 
had the sanction of t ot ii if t tt { t ts, Chat 
thought, that on introducing it to 1 1 prince ilteration whic] 
Lordships during the present Session 1 ted by t mittee. Th 
was best to offer it in the shay n l y can 1 the Hous: 
it had passed the Comn In the bill Cor S, WI \ » relieve tl 


sO presented it was proj 1 to al fron my by nabling 
: i I th} 1 Go 
{ ] 1 } . 
Imprisonment tor debt in both stac OF 2 ( 3s 1 iS 
Sull,— namely, on mesn process and ! : f t' s ft 


in execution. Int 


which their Lordships referred the | : tion f pr ty, which 


there was very t] differet Ol l { V @) \ { not ¢ ti 
as to th propriety Of ab iD { ‘ ee ; ct to 
upon m } ( | \ l i I i \ iré 
came to consid t 
+} } 
altogethei ibolish i Or ok eeciaaes 
cution, very c \ dif} t ned\ 
a A adi ui 
curred. He } \ l cre- 
! + r ‘ | 
Pp Ssivie,. 1 i] i Cts tak 2 
consideration of 1 reasons 1 | { ts of t 
1 T 
other Members of t t d 
i ‘ 
became satisfied that t totai al t n t } 
Imprisonment 1 ¢ t | o 
safely be 1 rted to ITe « 
; 
how It was } l aul il 
applicati of all tl \ hh n BI Is must re- 
debtor m oht | SSess, MaAtul a | ] it i } il f Of 
n oe ‘ ‘ ] j } 
tangible by any legal process, and whi t property agzainst which t last writ of 
could alone be obtained by a p: é fw ied this p was not 
upon the person, without resorting Ory ial ut] t dit 
some degree, to imprisonment in ex , a s by n ilculated 
tion. Another reason why was 1m tl demat f th dit 
P ’ " } ’ = ‘s , 
sible to abolish IM pri i il | was. 


was the necessity of Vil ettect to t t t redy bv 1 f eee 
jurisdiction of ourts for the recovers ten¢ © of the profits of the 
small debts The description of | Sor " i that { 1 tt had 
sued in those courts excluded the idea further ] 1, yhe tr 


their having p perty that was capable of n p] to their I ships to be 

being taken in execution Phat 1 than what ouvht to be given to the 
" Bes £1 P 

strongly felt, that L provision in t s this udement 


ginal bill prohibited those courts 1 n regularly r |, after the 
arresting the person in any case, J piration Of a year fron t time 
jurisdiction of those courts, which w should be « lered as having ar 
most important and beneficial to the pub- | equitable lien on the estate itself, not fox 


lic, would, he apprehended, become \ 





































NE Sle ol idan tlds, 5 tina ob dane aed 


market une 


but for the purpose of ibling him to {it registered, the same equitable lien upon 
pury | 
' 


enforce his equi ible I 1 im tne OVe ry stock, or uy 1 sl in } iD Cl Da 

way, namely, thro 1 the instrumentality | and various other d riptions of property 
of the Court of Chancery. At p nt} as was proposed to be given with respect 
the creditor had a remedy only against | to the lended property of the debtor. But 
the profits ol the estate, but by givin ther wel still other descriptions of pro 
him an juitab licen on the estate ttselt erty t which th ordinary process” ol 
he might uitin ly obtain th freehold. | execution did 1 extend, such as bank 
The interest of the debtor, however, was | notes, promissory 1 s, and bills of ex- 
sufficiently protected, for a whole vear! change. With respect to bank notes 
after t id tered | there \ no difheults thes 
would b 1 him to1 on uld be treated the sh iS money 
his property | ( of tu Buta dif I pplying 
if it did t to \ of tp 1 bill 
the estate itself im | { ¢ | S( yn 


1] ee rae: ae , f 
if the deb tia 1 ) I l i Va to Saf 
; 
th estate. | t} { ( i OQ! ) id 
ships would i { { Ci d 
tne ¢ ros \ } t it i 
’ 
i { 


py \ { ray 
| 1] 
») th l | V1 . l ! l 
] 
re n¢ i | ID ci > 
i I 

. ts t ri : 
propert S O | 1D 
a Oe i 

he ay ‘ t $ : ae te / ee | Tet Ree eg RE 
the o} \ i { i <¢ i¢ hod i ae | } Cl 1itOl MMoldin 

I 


sae ; 
cebt. \V I V mou f oy rty irplus after paying himself, and thu 











| ‘ 9 chara 

the debtor might \ » the | Lic coming in turn the debtor of the ori- 
funds, or might have ini 1 in leinal debtor. In order to euard acainst 
in companies Ol various desct pt ( the | sibility. of iy Su abuse, the 
which there w » many), tl ovision, it now stood tm the bill was, 
credito1 had no m ns ¢ { chin it. | that ti action ¢ uch promissory notes 
The committee thought that 3 pertv so jor bills of exchan should be brought 
circumstanced should not be exempt from | by the eritt, nd havi yr gon so, 

the operation of the law for th purpose of | should, out of the proceeds, retain so much 
enforcing th payment of debts. By the | as would pay th ‘reditor’s demand, and 
origi al bDuiil was provided t} | 9) { iC ¢ { 1@ Or ial owne r 
which st lL inthe name of t debtor in i tho : for tt surplus, if any 
the public funds s ild be lia to a el wer 7 \ provisions 
judge’s order for t payment of were { hi se ol tice to 
creditor suine. But that cou Sse Was ODvVI tl creditor, by enavdil y him if possibl to 
ously open to this di ncu a it pos IV, obtain t pay ent of his deb but then 
the mon y might not belong to the debtor | Lordships would see when he came to 
In whose name it s l; he might be a|state the further provisions of the bill, 
trustee for others. rol lth (i be that the measure would have other eftects 
not usual for money to stand in the name | most | ficial to the « tor. The pro- 
of one trustee, still it was not an impos- | visi 11 hitherto described havin 

sible case. To obviate this difficulty, it | been introduced for the satisfaction of the 
was by the same bill proposed that the | cl litor, it was the unanimous Opinion of 

7 . ' ' * . } 1 

judge before whom the aj plication was {the committee that arrest upon mesni 
made should ascertain and certify, that | process should be abolished. But the 
the money was the property of the debtor, | creditor having brought his action and 


Chat, he apprehended, might lead to | obtained judgment, and all thes oppor- 

abuse; it might lead to property | tunities being afforded him for procuring 
7 1 . ’ ,- 1 ’ . 

being made liable for a debt which did | payment of his debt, it was obviously 


: 
not belong to the debtor. In order to} necessary to provide for the event of his 


5 awl t 


suard against this abuse it was proposed, | not, after all, being able to find any pro- 
in the select committee, to give the credi- | perly 


belonging to his debtor, This 
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might arise In various « es, and { n | 
debtor might, notwithstanding, | 
the means of paying th 
property might not be ta 

tion. In such circun 

could only b obtained \ | 

the person. th debtor. for nst 

might possess prop rtyv il io Vy fu : } 

which the sheriff! could i Ov Db, thou 


the debtor had the means of producing it. Let 
Another reason against the total n 
of imprisonm« pt in ex ion wa 


that were to be the law, it w | 

impossible to lard against | 1d. : ‘ t 

party finding his cr 

him for p yment, would « ' ' 
his property out of h 


placing it in foreign y 
person wel 

the creditor would 1 Ss 

remedy. It, th 

committee that it is 

justice to tl 

on the part of t 

to the cred tor, un { Ire 

he had mentions 1. th 

person of the debtor 


were aware, that by an act, 


however, expire in the | 0 
debtor might be released 

means of the Insolvent Debtors’ ( irt. \ \ i | I J 
On condition of satisfying that court that t { t it 

he had given up ali his perty, not Vit l s debto 


the purpose of paying any partict 

ditor, but for the purpose of being divi 
amongst the creditors atlarzge. Wha t rOv S$ ( 
might have been said of the prov ; | t A du t neriod 
that law it was obvicusly nov ng tl 
much a part of the law of th ( it whose 
permit the law to relapse into tl 

which it was before that act pas 
state of the law before the Insolve: 
passed was infinitely wor 
how, If that Aet \ is exceedingly \ | If, We 
administered, as he believed it had | , | after t 

although it was impossible in all 

avoid fraud, and, although, the divid b t s of the Insolve 
received under the Act had been Debt fl e ild have 
small, yet their Lordships would not feel, the | r of applying to the court to put 
that this was the time to permit the law to to t \ f that 
relapse into that state in which a del { h we be in - 
if he once got into prison, wheth | vest al ty tl 
could pay or not, must remain th $0 1 an assignee, who w i 
long as his creditor chose to keep im, I th ben t of th | | re- 
There was, however, one great defect i litor suing, but for all the « tors of tl 
the present law, which left it open to vent debtor genera had 
this greatest of all abuses, namely, tha fF consider : but the 
defendant who had the means of payi portion of it was npre- 


i 


his creditors, but whose property was 
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noble and Jearned Lord then reeapitulated 
the provisions of the measure. It abolished 
arrest for dcbt on mesne process; but in 
cases in which it appeared, that the debto 
was about to leave the country, on appli- 
cation to a judge, satisfying him of the 
existence of the debt, and of the intention 
to abscond, the judge was to have the 
power of directing the issue of a warrant 


} 


for the arrest of the debtor; and afte: 


ll 
} 
b 


judgment 


he was to have the powcr of} 


{LORDS} 





compelling the debtor to surrender all his | 


| roperty. Their Lordships’ 


had taken this and all other points con- | 


nected with the subject into their most 


serious consideration ; and they thought, | 


that the adoption of the mx isure, in its 
present form, was the most likely way of 
effecting the desirable objects in view. 
He, therefor , moved the third re ding of 
the bill. 

Lord Ashburton said, that 
standing thi 
measure had been originally brought for- 


‘ } 
notwith- 


rie wie . saul 
crude manner in which this 


ward, great benefit would arise to thi 
country 
n f setily. <f Sty ere eee 
connected with it had been conducted, 
and also from the manner in which 1] 


4 


rom the wayvin which the inquiry 


subject had been treated by the noble and | 


learned Lord who had just preceded him. | 


B 
Many theorists had maiutained, that there 
ought to be no arrest whatever of persons 
for debt; but, in his opinion, such a 
practice would be most injurious to the 
mercantile interests, and in opposition to 
vood feeling and consideration. 
Unlearned as he was on this question, as 
to the benefit of the creditor having by 
the means of arrest, easy access to the 


moral 


committee | 


property of the debtor, and_ the equity 


and justice with which that property was 
distributed amongst the creditors, yet still 


he was disposed to maintain his opinion | 


that personal arrest for debt was neces- 
sary to the security, not of the great trans- 
actions of the country, but of the im- 
mensely numerous small transactions in 
which credit was given; for if the power 
of arrest were taken away, there would be 
great difficulty in getting at the property 
of the debtor. In the smaller courts of 
law, in nine-tenths of the cases of arrest, 
the money was immediately forthcoming, 
and was paid before the person was incar- 
cerated. He thought arrest, therefore, 
was a great security in small money trans- 
actions, and as the only means of ascer- 
taining whether the debtor possessed pro- 
perty or not; and as there was already a 
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wise law, which this bill very properly 
renewed, making it impossible for the 
honest debtor to remain in prison for a 
longer term than a few weeks, it surely 
was no hardship in putting a check on 
the recklessness of persons in getting into 
debt. By the criminal law persons wer 
punished for stealing to the smallest 
amount; and was it therefore fair not to 
have some punishment for those who took 
property in the way of credit from the 
honest dealer? They might plead total 
ty to pay, and this would, in that 
case, be the only remedy the dealers 
would have. It was perfectly well known, 
that there were persons who were living 
in luxury on property which ought by 
right to belong to their creditors, but 
they took means to evade the law by 
transferring their property to some friend 
Dir etly they were arrested, 
however, they found the means of reliev- 
ing themselves, and of avoiding imprison- 
ment. fle was anxious to state these few 
their Lordships; for, as 
some persons who dealt in generalities 
said, that it was unjust to inflict imprison- 
ment at all on any unfortunate debtors, 
he must say, that he felt persuaded such 
an idea was a delusion, and that it was 
founded on a great mistake 
Lord Brougham said, that nothing could 
be more fair and candid than the state 
ment which his noble Friend had just 
made, and there was no higher authority 
on such a subject, acquainted as his noble 
Friend was, with the great mercantile 
insactions of the country. Nevertheless 
lly thought, that his noble Friend 
had all along eschewed one most material 
consideration—viz, the arrest of a person 
who had no property ; for he seemed to 
take for granted, that persons who were 
arrested always had property at their dis- 
posal, whereas 
of the bill assumed the contrary principle, 


or relative. 


ee * 
ovservations to 





those who were in favour 


and thought there were few of those who 
were arrested to whom the remarks of his 
noble Friend would apply, as to thei 
having the means of paving their debts if 
they chose. Never had a subject been 
more fully investigated by any men than 
this particular question had been by the 
commissioners, in order to ascertain 
whether generally debtors were more 


unwilling than unable to pay the de- 
mands on them, and the commissioners 
had come to a decision, that there was a 
much smaller proportion of the former 






































665 Imprisonme SJ 12? D: re 
than the latter, on which ground they! tha wa nted ae but ns 
ultimately made up their mir id only | Ih id ie ee a 
to abolish arrest cn mi process, but y 
also to abolish it in writ Ol t v5 a 
satisfac ndum. His noble fi i i it HS Session 
know, that at present a creditor had o1 t t It was ymalous 
to purchase a writ, and, wheth W { u 
right or not, the debt micht it si { \ f this to 
menths before it could be decided | must 
judge, and yet in the m time t ' oid |. 
‘was confined in prison. IH] for o 
to argue the matt n 
practical grounds, and t | 
he had come to the san ( | 
the effect of arrest which { t t 
of the commissioners in 
were many it d was 
such as grocers, who to a edit, 
great number of } | nt 
whose money transact 1 \ HH id 
400.0002. or 500,000/. a vear, and wl les 
had given their evidence in fav ; t, but 
abolition. But there arose another im ved, \ frequently 
portant circumstance, as to the kind debt fic ss of thos 
arrest which mercantile men and shop- | who e credit. It converted what would 
keepers were anxious to retain. It was | otherwise have b t competition in 
not that of execution or of arrest after} cl pne and excellence into a different 
judgment, but that of mesne process, the 1 of compet n, and by no means a 
one of ail othocs the most liable t ee d le one—v who should give credit 
inasmuch as the stain af te plaintiff was | tl est. He himself had heard froma 
ei always certait Ile agreed with his ! t trades ) in this town, 
noble friend that the bill had la h I lar book by which he 
very different shape from that whic! d v | ich he added to every 
bore originally, and, although was lh f { t il] | That was 
same in principle, still it was a difl t but 1} ould 
measure; not, indeed, because | of t sut was 
having only — thirty-six laus that ner nit 1 of credit ? 
number had been extended to 11 t | That would not 
because the whole macliinery v d btain i! difficulty 
and it was not liable to so many pract S very ly Th 
objections as had been urged against it not kers t ly to, the san 
by mercantile men. It was true that th Lord S, lt ild not over 
greatest praise was due to the committer lraw their a int tl manne 
for their lengthened investigation s| but 1 the « rat F the did 
to the details, and although he was a. not receive their mone y until some time 
Member of that committee, yet his duties | after their work was don Now, if arrest 
as one of the Privy Council had mn in ut 1 | taken away, much 
allowed him to attend t as he could evil ne from this would not 
have wished, and he therefore deserved | occur, but as it remained in the bill, cre- 
no share of the praise; but tl v t \ themselves of it by a 
much indebted to his noble and ned y process. They would, no doubt, 
Friend on the woolsack, and to his 1 st W f nz into 
and learned Friend opposite (Lord Lynd- | ex y ld | : number 
hurst), who had proposed most ot 1 ( vits at alm . farthing’s 
alterations that h: 1d | een made in t! they did t uire a 
There were, however, hethoucht, on t d th y to the poor ] ns, 
great defects, but still the enla of | * You nt certain but you shall 
the security of the debtor would bea ereat no credit without you on this 
benefit to England. He did not know |} That would answer their purpose 
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just as well as arrest on mesne process, | of some change with regard to the law of 
because judgment might | ntered in 500 | imprisonment for debt were precisely those 
cognovits in five minutes in the court in| persons whom this bill would affect in such 
which they had been recorded, and it would | a way as to compel them, very much 
enable a creditor to arrest many debtors | against what they deemed to be their own 
as quickly if were to apply to the | interest, to makea surrender of their pro- 
Queen's Be ) Office, and obtain writs perty to their creditors. By the Lords’ 
on mesne | I ( lerenc {ct when a man’s debts were not of a 
would be in the name, that one would be | larger amount than 500/, he might, after 


Called ** in mes! proc 7 Ithe othei 1 vVear's Imprisonment, be brought up 


1th CX 101 { court, | pel ed to m ike 
did not seeh it cou ( ee of ent of all his property undet 
/ ga i pre ( il | pain of tran rtation B it when his d bts 
necessary 3 Oo} xceeded /ehe wi not liable to have 
TI re W uld t nO Gil \ ilal \ il | ( y ne against nim 5 
Mont | ( \ 1 j } P ne ) \ < } refe} 
| ile i l i 0D Na pl i 
tainly, in improving | | living many yea } prison and 
Insolvent Det ( roperty tomakin assign- 
present extremes ectiv ni its wal of jor taking advant of the 
ol power, trom. the wit OF Oh , but | Insolvent Act. It was obvi us, that this 
principally from th ME. «fl ficial as- | class which refrained from taking advant- 
signees. In the new Court of Bankruptey, | ace of the Insolvent Debtors’ Act must be 
the appointment of a grea nun ‘ of | opposed to the present bill for taking their 
assignees | ked so that out of roperty from them by a summary process 
the great pi rtion of ries collected | He certainly thought, that a ereat im- 
under the new act, the had been on! provement in the law micht | e(fected by 
an average col I not less than ) per} d I! the power of imprisonment for 
cent. out of all debts trom 1, d debt on mesne process, and thus advancing 
wards, ‘There was a great want of such | the liberty of the subject, while, at the 
assignees in the Insolvent Court, and it} same time, that which was most essential 
would be most beneficial if their number | to the liberty of the subject might be pre- 


on ‘3 ] le } . } . . 7 y . 
were increased. | served—be meant the security of the cre- 
The Earl of Wecklow regretted, that no | ditors against their debtors. As to this 
7 ! 


security had been given, that a similar bill | country or commerce itself existing with- 


should be extended to Ireland, and signi- | out credit, the notion was absurd. He 
fied his intention of introducing ameasure | remembered a Dutch proverb—and the 


on the subject. Dutch were a good authority on this sub- 


The Lord Chancellor said, that he |ject— which said, ‘ You can bear up 
should be glad to lend allhis assistance in | against the loss of your friend, or the 

warding wv voi that ( d extend a | failure of your banke , but if you lose youl! 

. I. t +} ’ A s } 
; simpilal n ireland, buf W L | | lit you ios verything. \s credit 
MH necessary ntr ( ) I SUI | ust unques i TTY n, he thought 
Bl } { ‘ ‘ p } ) bis 1 the law was be st which made the deb or 

Insoly i ton \ feel, that his interest coincided with tl 
L, i Af } \ Vila y | snOW- noral obligation whiechhelaboured under to 
4 are, ' tt Dill t yina in ied Ly His devils ; ind he could not h Ip think- 
i form, but he must | il] | to express} ing, that the apprehension which a man 
‘ considerable bts as to its giving satis- | suttered of the consequences of his not dis- 
, faction. JT editors nerally speaking | charging nis liabilities had a very consi- 
had not petition 1 { if hei might i derable influenc In induein the greatet 

‘ have been ) hie wl ) ey ress ] tl l | | int of nia nd to meet them, it Wa 
‘ Opinions on the ibiect, but he believed | well known, that there was a large numbet 


they were few or. » at all who had peti- | of persons in this metropolis who had no 


tioned in favour of this bill. Creditors | substantial property, and whose income 


because the security for recovering their | port themselves and families in affluen 
| 


SR FE Sy RP I 


debts wastmpatred; and the debtors would 


| 
| 
{ 
1,] ¢ } ] ] | } “ } 
j would not » Satished with this. Dill, | were yet sufficient to enable them to sup- 
} 
} 
I 


He alluded to such persons as clerks in 


not approve of it, because the great body | government offices and merchants’ clerks. 
; | y | $0 

ol the persons vho had petit ned in favom What did the credifor @ain by his process 
‘ 
, 
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of execution under tft } ( 
i 
persons ¢ VOtl { 
law would 1 S 
to Ww n i { 
mitted, t | 
» give Cre t tro f 
Libllike y tl t 
de ts the \ 
enlarging ti in r ot i 
tO secure | i 
’ } 
He rave iil { 
lot bt. ble 1 i 
measure I . 
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the bank 
a provisi th ior | i i t 
a , : 

readi i} t > 
th yroperty we Y} ti\ Vi ( ! 

i | i Bt! | i b 
and would S 
provision, Howevs , ( 
ofhcer whose duties corres ndeda witl ! { | } S 


official assignee might be appoint the { { t l C\ [ UCar- 


commissioners, li th thougiut it ( i 
1 ‘ t i] 
ent, with a salary of tiv per Ct on ft ' t yi tt 
property recovered. 
“1) ] } \ 
Bill re 1 tl i \ . 
| 
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which he had adverted had not been pre- | ask permission to split his vote between 


sented. The letter addressed by Mr. R. B. 
Williams, the steward to 
dated Stackpole-court, July 27, 1837 
(the election having taken place on the 
and 8th of August following), was as fol- 
lows :— 


Thomas Tobias, 


“ Mr. Thon Tobias, I Ul depend upon 
you to plump for Color Trev { ning 
election, who is the only cand | 
by your noble landlord, and I ) | 
that 3 u wil , lw 

Rn. 3B. Vv 4 


of this letter from the noble Lord’s | 
cipal residence in s uth \\ iles, ‘| 
gave his vote to Col nel Tre Vo! ilor 
The next letter was si f 
same place and on the same day, 
addressed to another tenant of Ear! 
Cawdor, named Jones, 
terms :-— 

“ William Jones, I shall depend upon you 
giving a plumper vote in favou of Colonel 
Trevor at the coming election, and hope not 
to he « 


, 
isappointed 


’ } 
Your wellwisher 


RB. Wi i 1s.’ 


4 his rwoe P the enmea yn | . 
The third letter Was of the sa ne date, place Ss, and that various applications had 





and addressed to Mr. David Hopkins in | 


similar terms: 

“ Mr. David Hopkins, I shall rely upon ye 
giving a plumper for Coloncl 
approachit x election, who is the « nly ecandi- 


date supported by your landlord Your 


> . 
Wishe r. - R.»B Wi LIA 


Now, if the interference with t 
nantry of the noble Earl had been confined 
to these three letters, he (Mr. Warburton) 
was not certain that he should have broucht 
the matter forward. But he had other 
letters to which he must call the attention 
of the House, and one of them was a let- 
ter written by Mr. Williams to Thomas 
Evans, a tenant of the father of Mr. 


] 
ue te- 


the hon. and rallant Memb r opposite 
(Colonel Trevor) and Sir James Williams. 
Such a letter had been written by Evans to 


Vie ’ 1 } } 
Williams; an this was the 





1d answer oO! 
Richard Bowden Williams to the applica- 
tion of Kvans for permission to split hi 
VOot -_ 
ato } le | rds 1 
ven ( | Trev upport | 
een withdrawn from Sir J Williams: 
| ! ( DIY eq | | 
lI { um} 
t t { 
is ks 
Chis show UI rt ol it 8 wh i 
Mr. Wil xereised over at least o1 
t int of t! Lord Of the next 
locument to which he should call the at- 


House, he had not oot the 


} ] 
original, but iy an extract, the autben 
4 Setes, t 1 1 
ticity OF Which, however, tie should be 


able to establish. lt appeared that a 


| person of the name of Danicl Rees, a sub 


i 

azent or under-steward of Earl Cawdor, 
had been particularly active on behalf of 
Colonel ‘Trevor, at one of the polling- 


been made by him to induce the tenants 
} 


‘ump for the Colonel, 


}and that on the first day of polling, a 


is of the tenants had been held at 
an inn at Llandilo. It appeared that four 
of these tenants had been called by Daniel 
Rees into a private room, and there a let- 


oe 
ter from Mr. Richard Bowden Williams 


| bad been read to them by Daniel Rees. 


It was dated Stackpole-court, 2d August, 
\ » ‘ \ ~ 1] . . 
| 7, and was as follows :— 


“Nr. Dantel Reess—You had better 
Evan Evans, of Lilandybie Mill, David Ste- 
phen, smith, Stephen Griffith, of Bryngwynne, 
and William Morris, of Abertrinant, and t 


| them, that as they are so very independent, and 


Adams, the petitioner, for his land, and of 


the noble Earl for his house. Evans, as 


he was informed, had built an inn on the | 
9 


lands of Lord Cawdor, and relying on the 
excellent private character of the noble 
Earl, both as a gentleman and a landlord, 
had not taken a lease of the lands on 
which the inn was built. Evans had been 
applied to by the petitioner Adams, to 
vote for Sir James Williams, and had 
stated that he had been directed by Mr. 
Williams to plump for Colonel Trev: r, but 
added, that he would write to Mr. Wil. 
liams, the steward of the noble Earl, to 





and favou 
shown to the In by thei lar dh rd, that I hop 


o very ungrateful for the indulgences 


to receive their rents to Lady-day last on my 
return to Llandilo, and then I shall see what 
further is to be done in the matter. I am 


clad t} 
, ] | 
very much preasi 


it the other parties are safe, and I am 
Mr. Daniel Thomas’s 


d with 
exertions, who can tell the parson that he had 
} 


better attend to his own concerns, and leave 
the Earl’s tenants alone. We wish every ma 
te plump for Colonel Trevor. ; * “# # 
Be sharp and very careful on the days 


polling. In haste 


! ’ 
Your well-wisher, 
“ R.B. Wivtrams.” 
Earl Cawdor 


These four tenants of 
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had been repeatedly canva 
| 


Rees to vote for Colonel Trevor, and had | 
refused on the first day; they \ carricd | 
into a private room, and there the letter of | were to | 


Mr. \ den Willian Was re f | ) 
their by 
thenticity of the k 
Thomas Williams, a r. 
to whom Rees had shown it, and 
four tenants them 


Richard B 


pre sence 


~ i\ . 
David ephe a) st yhe 
i I ’ : i 
William Morris. Each of thes 
ties was willing to depose to t!} 


had now stated, althou 
letters he had recited were 1 


to justify his calling t 





House to them, vet WV i 
with the letter to Ree t . 
of transactions not o1 | 

of the realm, but unwort ( 

and were such as called for 

consideration of the Hous jues- 

tion, then, arose as to the manner in w 

it wenld be proper for the House to not : 

the matter. He confessed, he attached no! on 1 0 ! suc] d 
very great importance to the resolutions of | m 1 as t y 

the House, that it was an improper thing | had aba d it 
for a Peer of Parliament to concern him- | hx lember had lt ; 
self in the election of Commoners, and he | that it wa t | u I 

did not wish to call attention to such con- | Caw t Peer 
duct on the part of the noble Earl, of P d 
a Commoner, would be justifiabk h l | 
therefore, meant to conclude by a mot I 

that this petition be referred t 
mittee of privilegc When, on a ] ! 
occasion, the hon. sien r for S 

bury sought to introduce a bill, t 

of which was, by pains and | . I 

prevent the exercise of intim t 

had opposed the motion, becaus 

of opinion that no pains and penalties, or | land 

positive enactments of that nati , would | which was 

prevent or check the exercise of intimid I] 

tion by landiords. Conduct of that kind | able conduct of Lord ( re- 
could not be prevented by pains and pe-_ lat fe. | mistook not, 01 
nalties, and he thought the best check | Gent ry 
upon the practice, was moral reprobation., | Ictter, 1 oinal of 

No one was more deeply impressed than | posse lft 

he was with a sense of the blameless and HH 
estimable character of Earl Cawd uld te tot HT 

every relation of rit but if a nobl n | s 
of such a character exercised improper | Lord ¢ 
influence over ies te nants, what legitit | | 
ground of expectation could they hay 

that the mere influence of moral reproba- | t! 

tion would prevent any Peer or Commo Py l wl 

from exercising undue influence of tl t in 
description? Most probably it would t nol 
said, that what Lord Cawdor had do: tled 
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in the county of Carmarthen there were 
5,500 electors. 
closely contested at the last general elect- 


The representation was | ; 
| them, they would support Sir J 


{COMMONS} 


! 


ion, and the sitting Member was returned | 


A laree proj ortion 


} 
lled. 


by a small majority. 
of the whole number of electors was p« 
By how many did the House believe that 
the present petition was signed? By just 
two out of the entire constituency. [hve 
first of these was a Mr. Adams, the eldest 
son of a gentleman who had represented 
the county in a former Parliament. fs 

James Graham shewed, that the father of 
the petitioner had applied to Lord ( 
for his support in 1832, and « 
for which he addressed to the noble Earl 
a letter of th inks, which the right bon 
Baronet re¢ id. | The 
a provincial barrister, having, as he was 
informed, | th 





second petitioner was 


barely the qualification to vote 
in the county. This gentleman was 

one who had exhibited not the slightest 
reluctance to apply for th active support 
of Lord Cawdor at former elections. [The 
rizht hon. Baronet read a letter making 
an application. ] It was quite obvious that 
the present petition had its origin in th 
disappointment of these parties at the last 


general election. The petition had been 
smouldering now for seven months, In 
id been 


ket 


the month of November last it | 
brought to the right hon. the Spea 
with a great flourish of trumpets, by a 
deputation consisting of three members 
and the Speaker was asked to present i 
in his official character to the House as a 
OTOSS breach of privilege, such having in 
early times been the practice in certain 
The Spe aker had, however, de- 
of the petition. H 
ealt with out of doors ? His 
tl 


cases. 
clined to take notice: 
had it been d 
noble friend had been traduced by 
provincial press from time to time with 
the greatest acrimony, 
journal which was considered principally 
to represent her Majesty's Government. 


| © mr a 
as We I] as in thal 


He was anxious, in consequence of these 
repeated attacks upon Lord Cawdor's 
character, to call the attention of the 
House to some correspondence which had 
taken place between that nobleman and 
Sir James Williams, who micht be con- 
sidered as the immediate promoter of this 
petition. In the memorial of the eleven 
electors, which had been cushioned by the 


F : 
| merly asserted; and that 1 


(Sir J. Will 





hon, Gentleman opposite, the regret of | 


the memorialists was expressed that his 
Lordship had ceased to Su] 
| 


port those 
reform which , 


ly Ta for- 


prin ipl s of 
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"ONSE que nce 


i ¢ 
h had been held out against 


of threats whi 


rmes Wil- 
liams. Now, witl this allega- 
tion of threats, tl r alleged to 


contain threats 


Mem} 





er} lied In Sst or 
was a letter beari 2nd of A 
\ although t! nemor re date tl 
2] L Or July \ h r¢ \ tl tli 
proofs by which the me list up- 
ported their case? It was 1 ssary to 
la i( H 0 ( resp ndenc 
vhich had taken p between Earl 
La iO1 1 J Wil | 
fully to vindicat man’s 1C- 
Cé = w that | a d a bet hn 
1 } Af { , } of ¢] y | 

I 

ele } ic s 1) ! ] 
written th let to Sir J. Wil 
iF Ss, WhO W 1 candida ior tl county 
eo rthen at that period, when tl 
noble Lord opposite, on the part of Lord 


Grey’s Government, had brought forward 
the Reform Bill. Lord Cawdor wrote this 
letter to ascertain precisely what leneth 
ims would go with regard to 
the Reform Bill:—f[The right hon. Ba- 
ronet quoted the letter which was of the 
purport he stated. ‘The right hon. Ba- 
ronet also quoted Si 
which explained |} 

and asked the noble Earl’s support.] It 


rJ. Williams’s answer, 
1S political principl 35 
‘ i i 
J 
was, therefore, clear that no great coyness 
was exhibited at that period about obtain- 
ing through Lord Cawdor’s influence, a 
seat in Parliament. After be ing returned 
2 | 


| 
for the county in 1831, through Lor 


Cawdor’s influence, the terms upon which 
‘ 
| D i \ vith Tord (¢ | 
| | ] 
went (Mr. Williams) might | nferrced 
from. the p pte ry x S in th 
follewine letter, which rwarded to 
that individual :— 
\ } 1% } YD 
Iv ce \ 1 wie nN 4 NNO} 
ly V1 | yp any op 
sition 1 bo oh hich has been con- 
cocted 1 hope ly entail upon 
| 
mea ) I ( ty | mu CX- 
pense : Jones’s return appears certain. Tlow- 
éVv you must use jy 


own discretion; if no 


opposition is offered in the borough, Gorin 


ets ass Nibcese, : ye 
Lhomas Wilit be recommended to reti 
ss 
\I sincerely Yours, 
# 
dekh Wirt 


At the general election in 1835, th 
county was about again to be contested, 
and ereat auxie ty was evinced as to how 
Lord Cawdor’s iniluence would be Piven, 


The noble (Lord Kh 


Lord Opposite 
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ton) was most anxious to obtain for his 
brother-in-law the support of 
dor, and wrote a letter to that noblemai 


requesting that he would give his in- 
fluence to Sir A Willian Sy is circum- 
stances prevented Su he Willia NS, from 


asking that influence foi 
Cawdor yielded to the solicitation of the 
noble Lord, and sent a ; 
with a me 1 


SssadVe 


mating, that though he cou tf 
him his support, he wished fos me ex 
planation of his opi sas to the ques- 
tions of the ballot, and universal o 
and also as to a question wh h circum 


stances then 
tion of a voluntar rinciple as ay 1 { 
the Church. Sir J. Williams 

this intimation from tl 
following letter. [The hon. Baronet 
quoted the letter which referred 
Karl to fi 


rmer pubtications by 
sir J. Willi for his political state- 
ments. The right hon. Baronet 
quoted the addresses referred to by 
J. Williams, in which he stated, that h 
was a friend to the Reform, and the enemy 
of the annihilation of the Church.] Lord 
Cawdor the letter containing 
these addresses by one which 
read to the House: — 


noble 


ims 


answered 
he would 


‘é Sti ckp ], <0 urt, yy ” t. 1; 


“Sir, I have this moment received y 


letter of yesterday’s date, a: 
to it. There seems to be some mis ippre he 


} } x 


sion on the sul ject of my having offered you 


1 hasten to reply 


I was appl 


t 


my support. ied to, to know what 
course | 


contest for the county of Carmarthen. My 


intended to take in the approachin 


answer was, that I was willing to wav 


personal feeling, and that if I could be 

fied that you did not entertain Radical oj 
ions, | was willing to give you my support 
but it certainly never occurred to me to m 


any offer of it. What I have now to consid 
is, Whether your letter and tl 
such as do, in fact, give me that assuranc 
which [ require. I find in the address dated 
April, 1831, an explicit I 
effect—that the Reform 
you feel it due to the auth 
declare, that you will ask 


form. The meaning I aftix to these words is, 


7; 
4 


Statem 
Bill having passed, 
yrs of that bill 


that you will not require vote by ballot, or a 
franchise, t botl t 


extension of the elective 
which measures I am decidedly opposed. I 
find also in the address dated August, 1832 
language which induces me to believe, that y 
are ready to maintain the church as 
establishment, in contradiction to 
called the voluntary principle. If Tam 


m the meaning I attach to the lan 








t Ss [ YW : 
; 
me I afl +t the 
I t ; 
\ Ir. W. 
| 4 | 
Sir James Williams returned to that 
! ‘ ! 
I I n iSW 
‘¢ ‘ 
I I o t yI S 
\ r su] I 


vy 1 
| = } 
had | 
T t ’ y 
I the pur- 
I s > ning 
‘ 
V } Lord- 
> 1 Ali 
P { 
i u 
, 1 
i i t 


1 


In consequence of that letter Lord 
Cawdor supported Sir James Williams 
in 1834, and he held in his hand a letter 
of thanks from Sir James Williams to 
the noble Lord, in which he stated, ‘ J 
have been induced most reluctantly to re« 
enter upon public life, as I have before 
assured your Lordshi low me, how- 


ever, to return est thanks for the 
powerful support your Lordship has given 
me at this election.” Support was given 
by the noble Lord, his supp rt succeeded 





ind there was the letter of thanks from 
Sir James Williams. He would not pursue 


ry minutely the line of conduct 
by Sir James Williams, but would merely 


r James Williams 


te three facts. » 
voted, in 1836, on the motion of Mr. 
I ypon, for the expulsion of the bishops 


from the House of Lords. He was an 
| f Mr. Leader’s committee 
} 


ember Ol 
in Westminster, in 1837; and ina local 


contest which took place at a vestry meet- 
in the parish of Llansamel, in Car- 
marthenshire, the question being whether 





tl assessment of a church-rate then 


} 2 | should be 


pro- 


taken into consideration 


immediately, or that day six months, his 

with his authority voted for th 
postponement. Previous to the last elec- 
tion, Lord Cawdor told Sir James Wil- 


impos : 


| rsonally tnat wm ! 1 be 
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sible he could ever 


support for the county of Carmarthen. | 


He, after that statement would leave it to 
the House whether there was the slightest 
justification for the assertion, that Lord 


Cawdor had ceased to support those prin- | 


ciples of reform which from the year 1831 
to the present moment he had uniformly, 
steadily, and honestly maintained, 
tradistinction 
he then opposed, and was still determined 
to oppose. He would distinctly state, 
that Lord Cawdor, 
place, entertaining apprehensions of the 
success of Sir James Williams, did in- 


again give him his| 


after what had ero 


{COMMONS} 


they continued so still; 


in CoOn= | 
to the dangerous doctrines | 


struct his tenants to plump for one of the} 


Opposing candklates in order to prevent 
that success. Lord Cawdor had directed 
him to state, that his wish was, at the time, 
that his tenants ge know that he had 
ceased to think Sir James Williams en- 
titled to his support, and that every in- 
fluence which he could consistently with 
his character exercise with 
should be made use of to prevent Sir 
James Williams from representing the 
county. Lord Cawdor went abroad, gave 
instructions to his agent how to act, but 
by no means withdrew himself from the 
responsibility of any act on the 
the agent which might not have been in 
strict accordance with those instructions, 
or attempted to deny any letter which his 
agent might have written. With regard 
to the resolution of the House respecting 
the interference of Pcers at elections, he 
considered it would be impossible, because 
too dangerous, to act upon it. The right 
hon. Baronet defended the influence of 
rank and wealth in elections, and main- 
tained, that landlords might appropriately 
guide the judgment of the tenants. With 
regard to the letter referred to by the hon. 
Gentleman, he must say, that it contained 
expressions of a very unguarded nature, 
and was a violation of the principle and 
liberty for which he contended. 
luded to a threat respecting rent; but he 
called upon the House to recollect that 
Lord Cawdor was not in England at the 
time. Besides, most improper means had 


been resorted to, to swerve the judgment of 


Lord Cawdor’s tenantry, and it became 
indispensably necessary, in order to coun- 
teract that interference, to take steps of a 
stronger nature than were usually resorted 
to. But what had been the result? Had 
any parties suffered? It was admitted 


his tenantry | 


part of | 


lt -al- | 
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they were tenants 
at will, Had they been ejected? No 
such thing. One of them, whose name 
was mentioned by the hon. Gentleman— 
David Stephen, he believed — had not 
only not been deprived of what he pos- 
sessed, but had been successful in ac- 
quiring what, at the period of the election, 
he was not led to expect. He had been 
made an officer of excise in a neighbour- 
ing town. For this Lord Cawdor had 
been traduced in the Cambrian and other 
newspapers. ‘The subject had been sus- 
pended over his head for the last seven 
months, although not a single tenant who 
had voted against his had been 
punished in the slightest degree ; they all 
remained in undisturbed possession and 
still in arrear of rent. The case he looked 
upon, therefore, altogether as a trumpery 
one, which he should most strenuously 
resist. 

Lord Ebrington: Sitting in that House 
as the eldest son of a Peer, he would 
merely say, that there was a certain le- 
gitimate influence attached to property, 
which Peers, in common with other landed 
proprietors, had a right to possess and ex- 
ercise, and did possess and exercise, over 
their tenantry. But if they abused such 
power by unjust interference, by threats 
or intimidations, he was of opinion that 
their conduct should be most severely 
reprobated, if not punished. He was 
sure, at age sane time, from his long 
knowledg Lord Cawdor, that he was 
incapab le of acting tonnes his tenantry 
Ith a hi ursh or severe manner on account of 
any political course they might choose to 
pursue. With regard to the letter which 
had been written by Lord Cawdor’s agent, 
the right hon. Baronet had said, and he 
agreed with him, that it was a most im- 
proper and unjustifiable letter to have 
addressed toa tenant, and such a one as 
he was sure the noble Lord would not 
have sanctioned had he been consulted on 
the subject. 

Mr. Aglionby at first doubted the pos- 


wish 


| sibility of bringing home to Lord Cawdor 


ithe conduct of his 


agent; but that point, 
the only link wanting in the chain of evi- 
dence, had been supplied by the hon. 
Baronet, who had admitted, that Lord 
Cawdor was ready to take upon himself 
the responsibility of every act of his 
agent. ‘There was no one, he was sure, 
in that Ilouse who would object to ri 


that the tenants were in arrear of rent; | legitimate exercise of the influence of ¢ 
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Peer, at the same time, that every one} Williams was a justi 


must admit the present to have been a 
case in which that exercise 
way anything but legitimate. 
Lord F. Egerton wished to say on thi 
present occasion, that atte mpts to blacken 
the characters of individuals should not 
be permitted, especially wher 
attempt was merely supporte: 
trumpery cases as the present. 
Mr. flume ol the } Ir pose 
of the Reform Act was to put an end 
nomination, and he contended that tl 


of influence 


ch an 


) 
| 
i by Suc h 


, 
served, that 


present was a gross case of nomination 

Colonel I. Trevor that th: 
present was the case of what was called a 
close county. He had fought three con- 
tests in that county. For his part, he felt 
perfectly satisfied with the defence made 
by his right hon. Friend; and he had n 
doubt that that defence would prove per- 
fectly satisfactory to the Hlouse and the 
country. 

Mr. Ward said, that when the ball 
came again under discussion, the present 
case would furnish the supporters of that 


cde nied 3 


mode of voting with a very striking illus- 
tration of the defects of the present 
system, As to the resolution of the 


House in reference to the interference of 
Peers, it clearly appeared to be wast 
paper. No one wished to deprive Peers 
of their legitimate influence in elections 


but that legitimate influence, much as 
had been so eloquently and beautifully 
described by the right hon. Baronet, might 
with equal effect be exercised by th 
under the secret mode of voting. 

Sir J. Owen said, he had 
triumphed over Sir J. 


em 


himself 


| 


it | 


Privileg 


jt peace fon 
Cc unity ; he Was, It was tl n the com- 
|mission, but he had not 1 out his 
de dim us. 
} Lord lWorsl if sald, tI iteme 
}he had just heard confirmed him in th 
ypinion he had long entertained, that | 
iS wrong In voting tor th ) t int-at 
will claus lenants would b 1 a better 
ition without any franchise at all 
Lord J 2 Russell l, h had on 
r oceasions stated his opinion, that 
present position of circumstances it 
Was Impos ble to Impugn a peer fk in 
uterference which every body allowed to 
Lye p! ictised by other landowners He 
certatnly did not think the House could 
ict on the strict letter of its resolution, 
Dut, on the other hand, it was not so cle ir 
that it would be expedient at once to ex- 
pul that resolution, or not to renew it, 
for he was by no means sure that a very 
considerable ettect w not produced by 
the mere existence of th solution, and 
ot t sort of feelin to wh t ‘rave rise 
it 1 IS not pl ror d rous fo 
Peers t 6e an Ul | iections $ 
ind he much doubted if they we to 
res ind ie I solu yn, id \ full lice ( 
to Peers to interf s they thoucht 
pl | I wheth rit Ww ld not be f und 
hat Peers could be considerably more in- 
Huential in the return of Members than 
they ap} 1 to be in th present pe- 
tition. In reference to the present case 


I 
he { 1? 
i; he tout 


! melanch 


Williams, by the 
mere influence of his own character and | t 


station in the county, and without any } 


outlay of money, notwithstanding that Sir 
J. Williams was a man of large fortune in 
the county, and that a large number 
freeholders had been coerced to give 


their votes. The charges now 


| 


of | 
h m | 
brought | 


forward were most invidious and unjusti- 


fiable. 


lieved this description applied much mor 
accurately to the wretched 
Sheffield, by whose votes the hon. Member 


artisans ol 


As to the county voters being} 
dragged up to the poll like sheep, he be- | 


Mr. Ward attained his seat; and he be- | 


lieved further that if the ballot, which the 
hon. Member so loudly called for, were 


introduced, those votes would no longer | 
be given in the hon. Gentleman’s favour.| boxes would only add to their confusion, 


It was a mistake to say, that Sir J.J and render them still more puzzled and 


I 
id little to remark upon beyond the 


ly condition in- which Lord 


Cawdor’s tenants appeared to be placed, 
wandering about in search of information 
as to which way their landlord was going 

» vote, what they were to do with one of 
their votes, and what with the other. 
Their embarrassment on the approach of 
elections must be great indeed It was 
suggested, indeed, that the id yption of 
the vote by ballot would entirely relieve 
voters In such a situation from their very 
unpleasant dilemma, and he must confess 
that he should be Willing to go great 


en in so dist 


essing a 


sta ut he was sceptical as to 
the | roposed mode of relief, for it really 
appeared to him that if these parties were 
so beset with doubts under the present 


plain system, the introduction of a secret 
mode of voting, and th 
cedure of putting the 


mysterious pro- 


r names in ballot- 
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Spu it Licence 


unha’ 
Sep py 
elections. 


than even at the approach of 
He hoped it would not be 


{COMMONS}? 


taken for granted, in consequence of the 


decision the House came to on this motion 
that if a landlord, who found his tenant 
had refused to obey his wishes with re- 


spect to the vote he gave, :mmediately | 


turned him out of his farm, or exercises 
some other mode of coercion with regarc 
to his tenant’s vote, the House had no 
means of proceeding, as that such conduct 
would pass without any notice being taken 
of it by the House. He conceived that 
the law of Parliament, declaring that 
there should be a free exercise of 


i 
' 
i 
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bury, against the Grant to Maynooth College. By Sir J 
Y. Bunien, from a place in Devonshire, against the Order 
in Council allowing the deportation of the inhabitants of 
the East Indies to our West-Indian Colonies. —By Mr. 
Sergeant JAcKSON, from Rathdrum, against the Irish Na- 
tional Sehool t from William Lane, r ling in 
the our of ¢ r p of the Government not 
i I ards n pro: ed.—By Captain Gorpon, 
fri places in Scotland, nst the Seacoast Fis! 
I id) B 

| 

| Freemen.] Mr. W. Williams moved 


the Order 


| sion Bill. 


the | 


parliamentary franchise, did mean some- | 


thing substantial—that it did mean, that 
the voter should not be coerced to give 
his vote at the dictation of any man. 
should be borne in mind that in the 
present case it was said, that no man had 
been visited vindictively on account of 
the vote hehad given. [Sur James Graham, 
one had been rewarded.] He was grati- 
fied to find from the statement of his 
right hon. Friend the Member for Pem- 
broke, that one individual, who had exhi- 
bited some spirit of independence on the 
occasion of which they were speaking, 
and who, he supposed, had shown more 
intelligence than others, had had a little 
encouragement extended to him. He re 
ceived that information with very great 
satisfaction. He thought it an exceedingly 
proper thing to give encouragement to 
independence of that kind, and trusted 
that the reward given to the voter was 
only a trifling evidence of the great im- 
provement that was taking place in this 
respect. 

Mr. Warburton had gained his object 


. . { 
in getting the letter avowed, in Lord 


Cawdor’s recognition of the acts of his 


agent, and in the admission of the fact of | 


the universality of the practice. 
Motion negatived. 


mA 


IOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Wednesday, June 13, 1838, 


) Bill. Read a 
change (Ireland). 

Petitions presented. 3y Mr. A, CHAPMAN, from Whitby, 
by Mr. VIVIAN, from Tr Sir Hussey 
Viv1ANn, from the Shipowners of Plaistow (Cornwall), 
and by Captain Gorpon, from Aberdeen, against the 
Pilotage Bill—By Mr. PemBerton, from a parish in 
Yorkshire, that Church Property might be applied to 
Church uses only.—By Mr. Blackstone, from Walling- 
ford, by Mr. Heatucore, from a parish in Lincolnshire, 
and another from Long Sutton, in the same county, for a 
reduction of Postage,By Mr, BLacKsToNE, from New: 


MINUTES. second time:—Leases and Ex- 


ENNIS uro, by 


[t | 


of the Day for the House going 
into Committee on the Freemen’s Admis- 
| 

Mr. Hutt proposed, that it be an in- 
to the Committee to insert the 
following clause in the bill: “* That, after 
the passing of this Act, no person whose 
name is or shall be upon the register for the 
time being as entitled to vote in the election 
of a Member or Members to serve in Par- 
liament for any city, town, or borough in 
England, shall be required, in order to 


struction 


fentitle him to have his name ins« rted in 





any list ot such voters {1 I 
or borouch, for the following year, to have 
paid any poor-rates or taxes, 


4) + tea 
that city, town, 


assessed 


i 


SxCt pt such as have or shall Lave become 
payable from him previously to the tenth 
day of October in the prees dine year,” 

Mr. JI. Williams said, that the enact- 
ments in his bill were confined almost en- 
tirely to the subject of the stamps required 
on the admission of freemen; and the 
amendment of the hon. Member for Hull, 
if carried, would have the effect of intro- 
ducing a provision of a nature totally dis- 
tinct from the others contained the 
measure, and which, besides, infringed on 
an important section of the Reform Act. 
He wished to take the opinion of the 
Speaker, therefore, whether a clause so 
inapplicable to the general purport of the 
bill could be incorporated in it. 

The Speaker decided against Mr. Hutt, 
who withdrew his amendment. 

Bill went through Committee. 


in 


Spirit Licences (Scorianp).| On 
the motion of Mr. Gillon, the House went 
into Committee on the Spirit Licences 
(Scotland) Bill. 

On the question, that the first Clause 
stand part of the bill, 

Sir George Clerk objected to the prin- 
ciple of the bill, and submitted, that the 
withdrawal from the magistrates of the 
very proper jurisdiction which they at pre- 
sent possessed over public-houses in Scot- 
land was a course which the House would 
not think proper to adopt. At present, a 
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Nperet Lice nee 


| ublican was compell d to produce 


tificate every vear trom 


order to procure a renewal of 





but it was proposed now, t 
having one obtained 
entitled, unless he should 
times convict ra oO} : | ‘ 
house, to a renew rl ¢ } i 
was a principt whie th 
House would not consent 
would s tha 1 hot 
b twit ( \ port 

ould not b I, V ti 
I ved, that 1 ( nan " | 
chair, nd re] I | 

Mr. Gil d it iv f 
Ba One s tol ] ot t 
he conceived, that it e an 


necessary del | S ) 
4 | } 
respecia fas i { 1 
I 
) 
stance h 1 oC } 
! ( ae a ( 
‘ ' 
their livel I 


H dina 
i€ O} j | 1] 
Hot @iy ts i 1 1 ( 
the hon. Ba et 

{he Com t 
to report progress ' ; 
—_M “f 

7 

\’Court, ¢ | ol 
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Cole, Lord 
Colquhoun, . 
( ympton, ge 
Dati IV, G 
D’Israeli, B 
Douglas, Sir C. P n. 
Douro, Marquess of Jackson. M 
Duncombe, A 
Dungannon, Lord Johnstone, H 
Egerton, Sir P Jones, J 


Ia it I Sy ° 
L. V 1] i 





‘ ) 
} Well i | R 
ly 1] | sir G 
I sir J i a* «5 
i iH. G | | 
I a { 
(yy 
: ; : 
| | ~ ( 


( i), O ) | \ 
1 7 
i 4 
L, . bea) \ > 
\\ G \\ 
{ 
i iv House 1 > | 

















al 
i 
OS7 bribery at } é OMMONS} Elections. OHSS 
HAcKNEY CarnriaGes IN THE Me- | property. It was the most absurd thing 
PROPOLIS. | On the motion of Sir M. } 1h the world to suppose, that the law was 
Wood. the House resolved itself into Com- | wiser than individuals were in their own 
mitte on th bill. t case 
O Lock £3) | Bill 1» second tim 
fh t j Cul ] } Dilit Tread a Se( na time. 
Mr. Hawe ud, a last | 
' | ¢ 
clause in the bili, | must state, that he | DRIBERY \'T ILECTIONS On the 
objected ny distinct jurisdiction | 2! motion, that the House go into Committee 
Ive ( tted un its i the Bribery at Elections Bill, 
provis If ie cl ng this | Colonel Sibthorp moved, that the Hou 
UTISa | Cl lOUTE ) to Committce on the bill that day 
1 . + " - 
feel i { { ‘ th Rh this 
t the tiouse on it, | Mr. O’Connell hoped the House would 
Ir. J is with tt ly | vo into Committee then. It was as essen- 
and compli des ws y Alderman | tial to have the whole truth elicited from 
on tl ( ut it met with {| witnesses in cases of bribery as in other 
Colonel so¢thor] lougnt, th the | cases, but the protection prop¢ sed to be 
pel ult pry sed re Madi juat ~ 1 xtended to witnesses, 0 ily appli d to the 
‘ 7 WW IA york r ns a piwee | } iF 
a ented, that any new juris- | immediate transaction testified to, and to 
+ © ! 4 1 1} , . " . . 
CLICK created Nis U 1! no other, so far as effecting the ends of 
+} = ' . . 
Clause < ed ft } justice requil l, and no further. 
} j 7 ° 
H resumed, | [he House divided on the original 
| motion: Aves 55; Noes 2: Majority 53. 
I } \ ) ir, Bill committed. 
l read { , 
ry j 1\ Ro | Lisl C.Fam 
i » i ‘ ] | 
\ u > to}; A HW. A j ile, | ( 
oO} | \ | ] h, A. I 
] thi ul l t { L Are A \1 sland, I. 
dog: cal I Baile Fecat Morpeth, Lord Visct 
ay , Ball, N O’Brien, W. S. 
? ) LVé H - l > ra 
} lit ¢ | B r | (> ort, I, MM. | 
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Mr I } | < | | B ; »&B R on 2 
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sion fre Board « Vi in Ireland, | Ci W.G. Ihornley, J 
or an Ol r from a Masterin Chancery, to | ©urry W Vigors, N. A 
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only wi “t , Filme | Wynn, C. W. 
M QQ’ i tho ud | L | ¢ Sir S, I Wy I 
verv d erou nerim lor ol man | ( Et Yates, J. A 
to hi, i id] with t | ~ t mal ie ' l J 
l ‘ 
— \ 
nHertyv of er in this way. It w to | Llughes, W. B TELLERS. 
1 } ¢} t ] "gk t re Jephson (BF DO: O’¢ onnell, D. 
b ren i, ' t bil Ws OF Ii PiLauice $9 ee -_ s P 
‘ : “y } . ae iemoble, ike Finch, . 
micht yt I ( ( i ith the tenant 
i lif , t much | US\ nition UC CA- La t of Ele NOES. 
cited among the different parties by inter- / ae mere 
it rence ol {His ri H aot. ther Prit or] eS Dungannon, Viscount 
] | ‘ Same ; 
objected the ni judicial jurisdiction Sibthorp, Colonel 
proposed to be given to the Board of 
‘ | 
Works. There was no dominion so sacred | ecnssrerecextis 
S dail ] | 7 - . ws ~ | 
as that which a man had over his own { 
" 
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HOUSE OF LORD 
Thursday. Jun l b ls 
MIINUT! P 
fr 1b f Cler 
l Act; f | 
plan By I 
ag t tl 
ler.—By I 
ind Ass i 
} ( rch ( 
Earl of Hat 
co f HI 
S« \ 
(S B | 
for Abo i I 
Indic 
New PooreLaw. Karl Sé 
a petition from Bradford, in Y 
} ; ae +] 


agreed to at a public 
little time ago, not at the public neetin 
held at Bradford, on Tuesday week, 
the last meeting they had resolved not t 
petition, but they passed resolutions by 


meeting ucid some 


which they were determined to addi 

the House of Commons by rem 

and demand against the Act, andthey 

determined to refuse further | 

rates under the Poor-law Act J t 

tion, as he had stated { 

upon at that last, but at a former | 

meeting, and was numerously signed. 
Lord Brougham begged leas 

in addition to the information giy | 

noble Friend (Lord Stanhope) res} cting | t 

what had pass d at the last meeting at 


Bradford, where the very 
were assembled came to ; 


they would no longer 


only remonstrate and _ ré¢ 
law. [Earl Stanhope: Oh, no.] The law 
says, ‘© You shall pay,’’ and they say, ‘* WV 
will not pay.” That being the case, | 
had to add another anecdote to that whi { 


his noble Friend had mentioned. It ap 
peared, that either at the me eting of 


22,000 petitioners at Manchester, or ata/g 
} 


meeting in that neigl 
verend person used this argumen 
forbid there should be any 
ing, or any more obeying of the law; but 


if you do petition, then I recommend you 


to go with your petition in one hand, and 
your pistol with your finger on the trigg 


in the other.” He understood, that t 
person was not a Churchman, nor did 


belong to the Methodist cont 


though he formerly belonged to that con- |] 


nexion, and was the son of a 
spectable minister of that very numerous |! 
and respectable body, 


very re- 


o 


It was perfectly | reason for entertaining th 





, 
that, if | tl } lan 
we W ised ry j tte 
+} . 
nh \ ) iad 1 ti I ig 
ly ntead sd Tt 
] ] 
l 1 men 
{ 

< ( { im ine 

| pl 
O} ol l 
hi i It was 

' 
pitt 
. 
‘ i ii 
a7, he 
lad have { 
th pl t 
m aividaua 
l ( i to utt 
“iil ~ i ule 
S t hirst ti 
t el vidual had 
ed ul ial n i 
») In) an ] 
\ O S tenets 
{ ul egy d to re- 
that this ] vas not adopted at 
i t 

I v, 1 il ite- 


t \\ hy i { ) re 1 
ru ys upon 
I 
{ I | id here- 
; ' 
| ; their. I shij it all, it 
} 
UV I remon 
; 
ss agreeable 
t | | { =e ns itu- 
: 
\ to the cler- 
! 1 
to | nd learned 
: 
| \ ll that | lvised 
: 
peo} l { rovid mselves 
I 
: 
i f-cietence s. he 
l { l \ S perl | il l 
5 i ’ 


| fectly 1 it. H l nfounded 
pistol l the trigger st y with wha 
Curl l ] t ( [t iS at 
{ > wh lvice was 
I Se Wwsem D ti- 
i and th S in the 
3 t I 1 gentleman, at 
x at Man t el 1 to the 
t = ro nt of 
( trong com ling the 
provide thems rms. 
l z vill ’ Sal 1, that tne Tit ble 


re would be 
tioning from the West 


more pet oF Ri- 
x upon the subject of ‘the poor-law. 
juite agreed with the noble Earl. He 

id not believe there would; but he did 


Earl’s 


The 


entirely agree with 


oO 
€ 
.* 
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4 acl | ; ’ J } ’ ! " 
noble Iwarl’s reasou was, that instead of | thought hit, Fhe nobl Karl had do 
petitions their Lordships woul 1 have re- | him the favour to show | the petition 
7 7 i] ’ ’ ' , 
monstrances, and pistols, i triggers a 1d | ome time ago, and had tf Dy ¢ it 
. } q " { | 
so foith presented It a - | him n bye 
lief was, that t ! Ould enon = | Lie u ot t ! that t 
tilions, because th es of +4 people | rev tiot weve} 
W ¢ uld be opens d Lo { ll { dd { | ( Vi i It} t | iS | 
aa hoi ers | ee 
would nnd tuat tiils P r-law DI, 1 te | Wish a 1 the cr i it | { 
of being an act of tl l ) which | stayi fte1 church e, and 
Bon | 
the noble Earl wv tal rep ie ersing ith h | ioners al t th 
111 ‘ } } t Py \ 
it to be, would |: tage to the | p | i pool y nes 
whol ] liation ot | t i th | OF i th ha u ro ! ly that 
country. i Mr. M | told them, that it was ver 
at eas 
Earl Stanho) t tl »} foolish to pay} rates, and had advised 
Pa f . $1 ' 
he told their 1 i Ips, tha } titl Sj} tint Pp U! more l ily 
against tl Poor-law Bill tror th rl yn \ { i ry tik thie el ploy of 
} } " Hi } a1 
cultural districts would have en as| Mr. Ellis, had given evidence to t same 
| | | } P | Seer ' t : 
numerous as those fromthe manutlacturing | etfec ihe was iurther testimony to 
oe ‘ F , . 1 “ 1 
districts, if in many instances the agri-|{t same effect. Now, he begged to ask 
hips | : 
cultural labourers had not been placed inj their Lordships if the two Gentlemen 
the most depioral rf and di! O aceful st ite 1 V hie conauct W com} lained ol had 
. , - ‘ ] . 
of intimidation and terror In confirma- | done anything improper, or if the impro- 
ry ° ’ 1 " e 4 3 } ¢ ; rd . 
tion of that pinion he had no yp! ) } gid vn ! pa part ot 
to their Lordships a petition signed by { rey ntiem » had endeavoured 
reverend friend of his, the incumbent excit { bourers to oppose the 
the parish of D nt fF Ne 
folk, r, Mc : ; i ] te he nobl 
in the lisch ( { \ Lari l ! spoken was t well 
felt to be incumbent on | ior a iin- | four n ( rvat that if was not 
ing the moral and phvsical condition of | in r Lot wer to t the prayer 
the poor in his parish and neight f the } For t rayer was, 
+] ve eee Se | thnk : : | : ‘ 
he was lately told by Mr. Wm ) l, that t | Lord nid 1 le the 
. ee } ‘ . } } 1 ] 
of the principal proprietors of that part nest s ] ul by whom 
ta ; rer \q Pool Paid pre aye 
al the country, that i dd VI J n { had be n signed Ti m be he prevented 
731° z ] + "3 } ’ rnct + hy 
Ellis, who occup lareest farm in| from ercisine their just rights by the 
the parish of D had resolved, if any of | threat of being subjected to imprisonment 
their labourers made any complaints to jin the union workhous 
\ J 4] ! | | Pw ] . 1 i P 
him (Mr. Morris) respecting the evils } Karl Fitzwilliam had no doubt, that 
. . " 4} } 
they were erl irom tl pel tion of ; Many of the st nts of the ! 1raships 
the new poor-law, that they should be | sufte | under the 1 W poor-law Were gross 
. " P " 7 | P 7 1 : . 
immediately discharged Phe petition |exaggerations. He did not believe, that 
> " ki } 1 } 
further stated, that this determination had | there were any hardships to which the la- 
been made known to the labourers, and | bourers were liable under that law, t 
¢ = ral } | 4 } ae } ‘ ‘ ] ] ] 
that the petiiioner had 1 und several of } which they had 1 been equally liable 
{ ‘ } ale , ‘ " ¥ 
them who were so terrified by these threats | under the old Jaw. There could be no 
} } 1 c | } 14 1 afl ] { ‘ ‘ . = 
of being discharged, t! they preferred | doubt, that out-door relief was occasionally 
suffering under the operation of the new | given and co lat, and wisely. It cer- 
‘ 1 ] 4 | ee r ] ‘4 
poor-law to making their complaints | tainly did su him to hear it stated in 
cnown. ‘The petitioner, therefore, deemed | the petit iat a reverend Gentleman 
’ i 
it expedient, rather than aiford any pre- | had di ed, that he would nolonger visit 
” . , } 1 
text for punishing these labourers, to de- | the poor of his parish. 
. ae rs tg a ae fees - 
cline visiting them in his character of cler- Karl Stanhope had another petition to 
aS q pees CR SS ee ea pn Pee? TRAN fy Senn eer oi he _ 
eyman, ne petition conciuded DY pre sent from the labourers oi the parish 
raving fora total repe il of the law. of burste id, in the county of Norfolk, 
4 ! 
a at «ee 4 | . : ; 
1e Earl of Radnor was at a loss tosee | complaining, that they could obtain no 
I 


how their Lordships could accede to th 


prayer of the petition; for he could not 
see how they could prevent employers 
from discharging their labourers if they 





ym the board of guardians, that 
they were compelled to receive such wages 
for their labour as their employers chos 
to give them, that the wages of labour 
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were so low, that they could not lay 
any fund to support themselves | 
famili¢ S under any circum tances ¢ 
den pressure, and that they 

consent to be starved rath than 
the union workhouse. 

The Earl of Radnor said, that |} 
made some inquiry in the ni Ou 
of Burstead, from which t noble | 
had just presented a 
found that half the parish belonzed 
gentleman of the name of Musk 
was hostile to the new poor-laws, ‘I 
fourths of the persons who ned 
petition were labourers in Mr. Mu 
employment. He found that 
them had been told, that if the; 
it might be the means of their 
stone or two of flour in the week. O 


had signed the petition out of 

called ‘‘ right good friendship.” O 
acknowledged that they | 

all about the matter. Now, was it 


such grounds as those 

Ships and the country were to 

that the peopl 

the new poor-law ¢ 
Earl Stanhope st 

to be the fact. ‘The | urers 

that they would not steal, 


could not starve. Ther netimes, 
fore, lived on hares, sometin on 
sants, sometimes on rabbits 


sionally on a fat sheep whi 

haps have belon rel to the Lord u 

of the county in which they resided. | 
had another petition to present ft 
labourer of the name of Richard H 

of the county of Southampton, the e 
under the government of the noble Dul 
near him. This labourer had a 
cottage which had desce1 
his father, by whom it had b 
since the year 172 

authority of the poor-iaw commiuss! 
an order was issued by the board 


cuardians at Midhurst to dispose of th 


cottage, and the petitioner was require 


to give up the possession of it in a month. 


t e . 
In consequence of his objecting to d 


he was dismissed by his employer; dis 


missed, not owing to any fault, 
because he refused to give up the ] 
session of his cottage. He complained 


the board of guardians, but they taunt 
ingly told him, that he was an independen 


man, and refused to give him any reli 


Eventually, he was in the month of March 


and in the most inclement weather, ej 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Thursday, June ] lL, 1838. 








MInvutTeEs,} Bil Read a first time:—Imprisonment for 
Debt; Mails on Railways. 

Petitions presented. By Mr. T. DuncomrBe, from Rate- 
payers of Finsbury, iinst Clauses in tl Middlesex 
County Courts BillL—By Captain Wemyss, from Fife, 
against the Abolition of the Convention of R¢ 

By Mr. INGHAM, from several Cle 
charged from the payment of the inst t e fi 
n for the building of Glebe Hou from Lesse¢ 

Ecclesiastical Property in South Shi¢ in eight To 
hips in the county of Durham, and from Wal , In the 
c Rte tv of Nort! ber] i, ) , f 
injury done to their property b a ritation of ¢ 
Leases. —By Mr. Pease, from the Baptists of Lei 
for the Abolition of Capital Punishments in 
except wilful murder.—By Mr. GRATTAN, from the Apo- 
theearies of Wicklow, against certain Cla in the Medi 
cal Charities (Ireland) Bil. —By Mr. PrinGie, from the 
General Assembly of the Church of Scotland, to provide 
for the Religious Instruction of Members of the Church 
of Scotland in the Colonies, especia the Canadas,.— 
By Mr. FLEMING, from person Southampt f 
tection to the interests of the ¢ ch in Seotland.—By 
Mr. PRINGLE, from Selkirk, Falkirk, and several « 

1 ) i.) il to dev li a for t } t { 
of V i § i—By Mr. MACKIN f 1 al 
individual, that a Gaelic Professorship might be instituted 
n the University of Aberdeen.—By Mr. A 
['HOMPSO rom Shij LI fs 
land, to be relieved fron f ] 
house of Neweastle-upon-T By M Yor IT 
the Bishop Clergy of al i t 
present f Na } I H 
from Mr. Jol Child B \ 

( irch-r —B Le S NLEY 

[ { I bi ) ! l 1 

I Inte Discipline 1 cou fs 

Pown-council 1 Magistrat of Edinburgh.—By Mr 
PHORNELY, from 455 Negro Apprentice ! h of 
St. Thomas, Jamaica, complainir of tl 

Females, &¢e., and prayir a remedy.—! Mr. SHA 
from Trinity College, and from Inhabitants of Dublin, 
not to allow Grocers to retail Spirits.—By Sir W. 1 
LETT, from the Merchants and Shipowners of Excter, 
against the Pilotage Bill—By Mr. Ainsworth, fron 
Bolton, for the establishment of a National system of 


Education 


Tue New Houses or Partiament. ] 
Colonel Davies, on rising to move for the 
appointment of a Select Committee to take 
into consideration the most eligible site for 
the two houses of Parliament, said, he 
was actuated in the course he was taking 
by a desire that the buildings to b 
erected should be left to future aves as a 
memorial of the grandeur, wealth, and 
importance, of this great and glorious 
empire, and to prevent the loss of the ad- 

vantages which acc <i had afforded 
removing those buildings from the hole in 
which the House was now assembled. He 
was aware that this question had already 
been discussed and decided by the House, 
but he trusted he should be able to show 
good ground for the appointment of the 
select committee. 


The House was aware | 
that not very long after the destruction of | estimates and specifications of Mr, Barry 


{ COMMONS} 





| sioners, had, « 
| came very gee ly to the 


| in conformity with t 


| should appeat 
| that Mr. 
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Qn 


the Houses of Parliament by fire in 183 
an invitation was held out to architects 
to supply plans and specifications. Those 
plans and specifications were submitted to 
commissioners composed of amateur archi- 
tects, but of scientific knowledge. Thos: 
commissioners examined the plans, and 
February, 1836, the Chau- 
cellor of the Excl hequer moved for the 
appointment of a select committee to ex- 
:mine the report of the commissioners, 
That committee recommended, that plan 
sixty-four (Mr. Barry’s) should be so fat 
adopted as to be mi ide the basis for fur- 


ther Inquiry in respect of cost ef the pl in 


and he best mode of carrying it into 
execution. It was said the sum required 
was not toexceed 500,000/. That amount 
Mr. Hanbury ings one of the commis- 
) his examination, stated, 
amount the new 
buildings would cost. Sir John Hobhouse, 
in moving an address to the Crown for an 
inquiry into the best proceeding 
e report of the com- 


} 


: said, that, * should the House 
le report, the effect would merely 
proceedings would be taken to 
from Mr. Barry some statements 
of wes ieee: without at all deciding that 
it ought to be incurred, The report went 
no further, and the House would probably 
be of opinion, that, under all the circum- 
7 ray caution had been used in an 
important and somewhat delicate investi- 
gation.” On the same occasion Sir Robert 
Peel said, “ that the further inquiry would 
extend not merely to the cost of the 
buildings, but to the comparative expense 
of erecting them of different materials, and 
their durability as affected by London 
smoke and London atmosphere. If it 
, said the right hon. Baronet, 
sarry’s plan, beautiful in its ex- 


cn of 
} 


missionel 


Ss 
} 
} 
i 


stances 


terior, and convenient in its arrangements, 


of | no pl dge that it should 


as it was, could only be carried into effect 
under an enormous and unjustifiable out- 
lay, which would require too great a sacri- 
fice of economy, the motion of the right 
hon. Baronet (Sir J. Hobhouse) implied 
be adopted by 
the House.” The motion was agreed to, 
estimates were called for, and Mr. Barry 
fixed the amount of the cost at 750 ,000/, 
This estimate had then been partevhee: to, 
persons appointed by the Commissioners 
of Woods and Forests, and the result of 
that examination had proved that the 
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very considerable ex- 


for a founda- 
b 


were erroneous to a 
tent. In the first item, that 

tion of concrete, c: ae lL by Mr. Barry 
at four feet, it had been founc l that 

feet would be and this produced 
an increase on his estimate of no less th 
54,9721. Acain, the cost of the embank- 
ment, calculated by Mr. Barry at 40,0001, 
had been converted to 67,3731, being an 


{we ly 


necessary, 


7 
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Mr. Machinnon* Sir, Havine been 
requested by some of my hon. Friends to 
second this motion, to satl | both this 


louse and the country that it originated 
rp litical object, I do 
I take up the qu¢ stion 


in no party feeling « 
SO W ‘th ple asur 

without the ih dled Intention or desire 
to athe any s t of prof ssional me 


be sides as the motion is made by a sup- 


; 
increase Of 27,373/. upon that item ter of her Majesty’s Government, and 
expense, and these, with the expens 3 Beds ved by som n this side, it cannot 
the purchase of land, and the construction | 0© SUpposee Tor a m ment that it partakes 
of steps and landing-places, increased Mr, | ° ling what [ think 
Barry’s estimate by no less a sum than]! to state, that I have 
77,3251. While he admitted Mr. Barry] ‘tte or no acquaintance with any of tl 
to be an architect of ereat talent | eee — We tl If psans ud 
ability, still his estimates, like thos of | that my only etin rising on the pres 
other architects, were below the mark, and | SCM! eccaston, 18 Co ittention ol 
he (Colonel Davies) contended that th i ae pane ral me ; nd of th 
express condition being that the « ee ee eee sistem 
should not exceed his estimates, the House} 7°" o PUTAS OF TASIORRE SARE, RR EOMAl 
|} expenditure, and 1 utilities Genmoniedes, 


and the 
obligation to adopt 


country were relieved from any 
his plan. W ith respect 


to the site, if the new buildings were} 


erected on the site occupied by St. James’s 


less than 450,0001., 
the erection of suitable buildings for her 
Majesty to receive her subjects at levees 
and drawing-rooms, and for which Buck- 
ingham Palace was but ill-adapted. The 
present site might be made valuable for 
quays and warehouses, and the purchasé 
of land would, by the change of site, | 

unnecessary, inasmuch as St. Jaines’s 
Palace afforded ample space for both pur- 
poses. Again, the cost of the round tower, 
estimated at 115,0002., might be saved, 
and he repeated, that in these and other 
items a saving might be effected of 450,67 32, 
He did not “wish the Wasee 
word for the stati.ments, but, as g 
of the public purse, and relieved from any 
engagement, to grant an inquiry 
subject. The height of Mr. we Sh build- 
ings, if erected here, would totally eclips: 
Westminster-hall and Westminster Abbi y, 
the superiority of which he was most 
anxious to preserve. He considered the 
site of St. James’s Palace sous more 
central and convenient to all partics. The 
con\ venience of the great majority of the 
Members of both Houses ‘of Parliament 
ought not, 


to take his 


1 
nto the 


to the present advantage of those mem- 
bers of the bar who were also Members of 
the House of Commons .The hon. Member 
conclude d by moving for the apporntme nt 
of a select committee. 


‘uardians | 


in his opinion, to be sacrificed | 


It is usual vy the case in pris ite life, 
that, whenever an individual wishes to 


erect a house for his residence, he selects 


e ; | the most healthy spot on his grounds, at 
Palace, a saving might be effected of not| cP, 5 » and 


allowing 76,000, for | 


sets about the building so as to get it 
constructed in the most eligible, and at 
the same time the least expensive manner. 
This, I believe, will not be reeds 
and it seems to me natural that, early 
the same rule or mode of acting pear 
to be appl ed to national b ildines, unless 
peculiar reasons can be given for a devia- 


l pring iple 


nerate more than alo 
the s ( incient ecollectt endeared 
DY ¢ eds of day of forme ears, where 
the liberties of our country have been 


raised, confirmed, cherished. and secured, 
ind where, from the contests of parties, 
cited that makes history 
so valuable to the statesman and the ’ 
triot. Every Member of this Hous 
aware that when the first fr iain 
were assembled, the two Houses sat toge- 
ther in the King’s Palace at Westminster: 


when they were 


pa- 


separated under Edward 
3d, the Commons sat in the Chapter 
House of Westminster Abbey, and con- 
tinued there until the reign of Edward 


6th, who gave them St. Stephen’s Chapel, 
vhich vw ‘tupied by them until de- 
st yed by fire in 1834. The House of 
Lord t sometimes in the Painted Cham. 


ber, sometimes in the Star Chamber, and 





latterly, until the fire, in the Court of 
| ) a correcte | ( iblished by 
Ro und Varty 
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Records, the old site of the pre sent ETouse, | 
where we are sitting at this moment, which | 
was the Court of Records. 

The inconvenience of the present situ- 
ation of both Houses of Parliament is so 
evident as to require little comment, to 
most of the Members, to those persons 
whose attendance is required, either of- 
ficially or before committees, or to those 
who come from curiosity ; in short, it oce | 
casions to almost every individual who | 


‘ 





. - o.% ae : 
attends on Parliament, cither from the 


calls of business, or from other motives, | 
the loss of nearly half an hour in time, | 
and nearly a mile in distance his being | 
admitted, requires no additional pi | 
The pre sent situation of the tiouses o | 


Parliament forces many persons to t ike up | 
their residence in a part of the town in-| 
convenient to them in many respects: 
indeed, so general is the inconvenience 
hy almost every member of the commu- | 
nity, either of the uppe ror middle Ciasses 
of society, who at various times are neces- 


| 
| 
. | 
sarily obliged on some occasion or other | 
to attend at Westminster, that pirhietties 
but some very strong and cogent reasons | 
can be urged for rebuilding on the present | 
site, when other situations, more commo- | 
dious in every respect, may be obtained at | 
less expense. 


The leading reasons that | have heard 


assigned for the adoption of this lo ality | 


are :— 

1. The vicinity to the courts of law, | 
which enables members of the legal pro- 
fession, who are Members of this House, 
to attend without delav, or much incon- 
venience, and also the fxcility of counsel 
when before committees, to leave West- 
minster Hall. 

29, The veneration which it is natural 
should be entertained fora situation which | 
has been the arena in which the contest 
for the liberties of Enegiand has so often 
taken place, and so often been victorious— 
the spot where Chatham, Pitt, Fox, and 
wll the leaders of both parties in each 
House of Parliament, have distinguished 
themselves, and rendered more perfect the 
constitution of their country, besides being 
a place identified with our history, and the 
deeds of days long since past away. 

3. ‘The facility afforded by water con- 
veyance for Members, in cases of political 
excitement, of avoiding the taunts and 
insults, and, perhaps, personal violence, of 
a mob. 

I have, Sir, to notice very brictly, each 


of these arguinents in their order, In re- | 
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gard to the convenience of legal men fre- 
quentivg this House. | grant there may 
be some advantege to them in so doing, 
but I maintain that their clients may suffer 
in nearly the same proportion as they, the 
lawyers, are benefited. Ihave often wit- 
nessed in committees the slack attendance 
of the leading counsel, and although the 
talent of those gentlemen might, in some 
measure, supply the want of time, and the 
hurry and consequent excitement arising 
from a vast accumulation of business, yet 
I cannot see or think that part of the po- 
pulation of the empire should be incon- 


venienced, for the mere accommodation of 
a few g ntlemen, who, if they had less 
business, would be under the ne cessity of 

lowing their juniors to come in for their 


] 

| 

if a a ae _ wauent = P "- + 
shares, and a ereatel equaity of briefs to 


each would be the result. 

Phe arguinent that old recollections 
ought to be kept up, and that the new 
ffouses ought to be on the site of the old, 
has, | confess, something in it, but would 
have more, if the old walls really existed, 
but they are uot to be seen ; nothing re- 
mains except the foundation of St. Ste- 
phen’s Chapel ; the charm is broken, the 
prestige is gone. Now, Sir, it really ap 
pears to me that building on the site 
merely, (and the proposed building will 
not be on the old site,) does not fulfil the 
ideas of veneration for those great men 
and for antiquity, the recollection of which 
carries importance on the human mind. 
If I see a table or any particular substance 
that has been used, or been in the sight 
or occupation of a great man, I may en- 
tertain some veneration for it on that 
account, I may have the same feeling for 
the walls that have responded to his voice, 
but where every thing has been destroyed 
by fire, where scarcely a trace or vestige 
is to be perceived of a former structure, 
except the foundations, I confess, I do not 
think, that for the sake of buiiding on the 
mere site, or in its vicinity, at an enor- 
mous inconvenience to the population of 
a creat empire, is either a judicious mea- 
sure, or one that will give general satis- 
faction. 

In regard to the last argument brought 
in favour of the Houses being near the 
river, that is really too childish, and 
scarcely requires an answer. The idea of 
Members of the Legislature making their 
escape, and fleeing from a mob, like sheep 
before the shepherd’s dog,—to suppose the 
Legislature of such an empire as this 


play ine an enormously expensive structure 
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on piles and on mud, at grea ( 


convenience, that it viet be) 
the means of escay Irom t 
really too ludicrous to 


answer. 


This brings m { anothe point wv 
I may now lay before the Elouse, which is 
the very bad taste oF cre din r ti } 


in the smallest possible 


chitecture of Westminste bh 
all those mag ifice: f tui 
rance al 


twelfth centuries med of ¢ 


] 
and elegant 


pre valent t 

re. fi Ss 

pial Is < 

antiquity l 
i 

into the ial ! 

i 
the Abbey. t 


different style of the Got] 


of the others, and ueezed 1 t 
that some difhiculty n cul 

a carriage drawn by more than 

The new Lfouses ( f E rli: ment, Cre 


here, cannot be seen to advantage, fi 
any point of Vi ws if seen from the str 
they will be too near the spectator, if 
seen from the other side of the rivet 
will be too far to hav justice cone to 
their elevation ; on one side shut in by t 

Abbe y and by St. Margaret’s Church : on 
the other hy Westminster 
the south by the river Tham 
can the building be seen to ;% 


— 
oo 


beautiful building of Somerset 


{ 

How often has it been recretted, that the | m 
| 
i 


only seen from the river; in the present 


instance, without any Cau », you 

your new building not only in a similar 
but even in a worse situation! Nothi 

can be more off nh ive 0 

different specimens of ti 
jumbled together without om tast " 
ov discrimination. TF will here give t! 
opinion of one of the « rISS r 


pointed by the Crown to inves 
plans, Sir E. Cust. a centleman of ere 
skill and architectural knowlede » tl 
subject, who says 

“The north ft f Westmir ti 


1 
which it is very 


{ 


, 1oOf 
.e | ri 
Vy 
+ 
] . ; 
tl t ) 
} | 
i it 
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l t it 1) 
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i 
itt t or the l use, D J ry 
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ing; no evidence as to the effect on the | charges which in such a case are incurred. 


river and bridge of the embankment now 
in progress. No account of the value and 
number of the houses required in Abing- 
don-street. The only thing that has been 
done is, to have a vote of credit for 
100,000/7. included in the 
service, which money ought to have been 
applied to the purchase of the houses in 
Abingdon-street, instead of the embank- 
ment. It rather hasty to. procecd 
with the embankment, which may annoy 
the navigation and the neighbourhood by 


miscellane ous 


seems 


raising a large bank of mud, very likely 
(as engineers report) to injure the founda- 


but VV hich 
at expendi. 


tions of Westminster Bridge, 
at any rate must occasion a gre 
ture of the public money, until a com 
mittee of this House, or 
appointed for that purpose, have examined 
and are satisfied that the estimate is 
rect, that it includes all contings ncies 
expenses, that the materials to be employed 
are proper. 
ject a moment can imagine 
mate given, 724,086/., say, to speak in 
round numbers, 725,000/. can be correct, 
when it appears that the first contract 
made nearly doubles the estimate first 
given in. Why, Sir, if things are allowed 
to proceed in this manner, two millions 
will not cover the expense. Really, the 
whole business has an appearance of a 


some commission 


COrle 


that the esti- 


desire existing somewhere to involve Par- 
liament into the measure by a grant of 


being 
com- 


money, 100,000/., and then, the ice 
broken, and the undertaking 
menced, to force the nation to an unlimited 
expenditure, which must follow as a matter 
The same le ading commisstoner 


once 


of course. 
appointed to investigate the plans, to whom 
I have already alluded, Sir Edward Cust, 
says on this subject :— 

“T take the liberty of saying, without any 
fear of contradiction, that neither the commis- 
sioners, nor the Committees Parliament, 
nor the ordinary executive department of the 
Office of Woods and Works have given any 
consideration to the details of Mr. Barry’s 
design.” 


The uncertainty of the expenditure 
likely to be incurred in the proposed 


edifice is, in my opinion, one of the 
strongest arguments in favour of the mo- 


tion which I have the honour to support. 
Really, it does not appear that any positive 
estimate has been made of the expense, 
and when that is the case, we all know by 
experience, both as private individuals, 
and as public men, the vast additional 


No one who considers the sub- | 





and | 





| either on the site of St. 





Is it expedient, IT ask? Is it just or 
proper that no further inquiry should take 
place into the proceedings for the pro- 
posed buildings? Is it in accordance with 
the resolution of the committee first ap- 
pointed, the men in this 
House most conspicuous for their talents, 
habits of business, and high character, is 
it not in direct opposition to their recom- 
mendation ? The f this 
House in this has 
been an address to the make 
further inquiry. 
\fter the be: 
sive the Se, 


consisting of 


only resolution of 
momentous question 


Crown to 


consideration that I ean 
after consulting the sen- 
Members of this House, 


timents of many 
ufter endeavouring to obtain the opin- 
ions of persons out of f doors, and of the 


public at large, I can arrive at no other 
conclusion than that there is a necessity 
for reconsidering the subject, which will 
that the public money 
= inquiry cannot in 

r postpone the proposed 
buildings for one instant, as hon. Gentle- 
men are aware that no structure is as yet 
in progress, or likely to be commenced for 
some time to come, and therefore another 
committee on the subject can be produc- 
tive of no delay. I should besides wish it 
to be understood, that in no manner, ex- 
cept in the undefined estimate made, do I] 
object to Mr. Barry’s plan, which, both in 
exterior beauty and internal convenience, 
surpasses that has come under 


satisfy the country 
is not 
any way delay o 


Waste d, 


any other 


my notice; but the more beautiful is the 
elevation of Mr. Barry’s projected struc 
ture the more imposing would it appear, 


James’s Palace, or 
in Trafale: ar-square, or in any other situa- 
tion than on piles of wood in a swamp on 
the Thames, where it can only be 
and admired by a few boatmen or persons 
in coal_-barges ascending the river. Whe- 
ther Mr. Barry’s plan is finally adopted or 
not, whether the projected building takes 
place on this site or elsewhere, is not, 1] 
think, (being a mere matter of opinion,) 
of such importance as to be able to lay 
before this House and the country a cor- 
rect account of the proposed expenditure, 
and some security that the undertaking 
will be accomplished conformity with 
the estimate given. 


seen 


It is rather singular that in this coun- 
try, the energies of which are so great : 
to create railro: ids, improve ments of-every 
kind, little thought of a few years back, 
which surpass all the improyeme uts of 
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other nations, it is, I iV. 
that we, who are giants in all 1 
ments, and have advai 
manner, should be pigmies i: 
of our public edifices. t 
of talent to be found in the arc] 
this country, so little is done " 
great expenaiture, bad taste, jobbir 
parsimony, should, 
be the character! | 
ings, when erected 
country 

Sir, I have to apol 
so long on the tte , a 
the more concis 
the more will 
the comm init 

The ( 
that the Hous 
this question, and it \ i 

| 

prise to him h y | 
say, th Hous was 
upon it, when they recollected 
tity of evidence which they had | 


connection withit. It must be in the: 
lection of the hon, Members, that in 


year 1834, the fire took place which de- | 
stroyed the Houses of Parliament. N j 
step could be taken immediately sul 
quent to that occurrence, but upon 
assembling of Parliament in | 

right hon. Baronet opposise moved 
committee to inquire into tl 

cious steps to be taken w 

the remov lof t 

arose from it, and t!] 

I{ouses of Parliament. Phat « 

published a report, and 1 

commission was st 

discuss the plans of t! 

ings. ‘Those plans wei submitt 
committee; they not only were d 

upon with the most minute and 4 
attention, but they were laid bef 
public, and the general opinion was, | 
that Mr. Barry’s plan was the best ue | 
lated with respect to architecture, and 
every other respect, to ¢ fect the | 
required inthe new Jfouses of Par! a 
He did not remember a plan uy 
SO great a unity ¢ f opm ( \ t 
as thatof Mr. Barry. But the in 1 | 
not terminate there. Mr. Barry 


his estimate, and another committ \ { 
appointed to inquire into the an t of | 
the estimate, as it would ay 

} 
rately, and Mr. Barry was di 
make out a new estimate, with all 


VOL, XLUIL fire 


taken in its several department 













































Marit yroucn H ! rl Sil which, both 
with rezard to healthful 3 of tuation 
and to the advanta it would allord of 
appreciating th beauties of the arch 
tecture, was immeasureably superi ti 
the present one. The site upon whi it 
was propos d to erect the New Hot ; Of 
Parliament was in many respects deficient 
in those requisites which it should possess ; 
it was t - r the river, upon wl h it 


att 
] ] + ~ ! i 
encroached to such an extent as to block 


ade two or three arches of Westminster 


- this, in itself, was a serious in- 
convenienc: Then it was so blocked up 
by the buildings at the 


its beauties would all be lost; 


land side. that 


+ 1 1} 


low that it could not be healthy, and 





ae 
from those combined objectior s h Wa 
inclined to think it ought to | need, 
He should totally deny, that the change of 
the situation w one involving additional 
expens sO fara the 1 V alle t n of 
the site was concerned, the change would 


tend to save expense to the country from 
] 


the difference of purchase required. At} 
that in what had been 


present, admitting, 
done and was immediately projected there 
had been 80,000/. expended, still if they 


] 


altered the site to where he proposed, it 


would eventually be a saving of 100,000/. 
to the country. The lowness of the site 
was a great disadvantage; from the situa- 
tion and height of the buildings around it 


the edifice would be shaded from the sun 


for one-half of the year, and they would 
sooner involved in darknt 


1 
thus | 


e 1@$s by a 
considerable period than most other pol 
tious of the city; inde 1, alter thre 
o’clock in winter they would lose the ad- 
vantages of daylight. At all events, they 
ong} t to ¢ bt i n i Slil wh d \ { 
couid be obtained as lon S } ssibli ( 
not willingly and knowinely incur so serious 
and so lasting in Inconventence. 

Sil Robert Peel said, th How, Memb 


for Kilkenny appt ared to labour unde 


a misunderst WaiWigs whe 


objection to the plan but not to the site. 
If he objected to one he 
also to the other. The principal « 
the plan was its adaptation to the site, an 
it did not follow that if a new site were 
to be adopted the same plan would be ap- 
In all architectural plans one 
of the most indispensable attributes was 


should object 


aim of 


} 


propriate. 
coveruity, and the style of architecture 


Which the plan of Mr, Barry embraced 


and in order 
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} } i 
SCC UTE hould hye adopted 


} 7 } 
was ad pte | yr if peculiar adapt ion t 
' ' 
t} it \ respect to the diversity of 
i 
opinion which it had 1 » said hon 
! 
Members entert 1, he could only sa 
| l r } 
that it would be u my] t serect 
pt | , 
a plat Ls ld ome universal 
app! tl lf th mmit had sat 
from vear to vear 1 discussed tl sub- 
+1 | 
ject: i ny per i of there would 
not | fot tf ail ty of of n 
os ‘ + ] | ; { 
With respe { 1 ! 8) iuties of 
i 
' ’ ’ H \I } 
( | } il ! i t who 
y | ¢ y ’ 
ha 1 spol 1a ! ) rReG t { ( nse- 
i 
quence of the contiguity of th rivel 


there would be a great want of light in 


} OW, 
tl sequ \ l La ill 1 he Sary Cone 
seq ( of that | t . He (Sir R 
1. | ( u | i t hon G ntleman 
that one of tie { wntaves whieh 

itti nh thie Ver possessed Was 

th 1D hebt whi nT ituation 
ttorded I t round « byection was, 
therefore, entirely void. He would implor 
I on, t n to pel 1 the 
course | | ad ptea he entreated him 


not to have a Penelope at each side of the 
House, re ady to undo ail the acts of the 
Ifouse as quickly as the y could perform 
them. If they opened the subject afresh 
at this period they would find it as diffi- 


cult, after a lapse of two or three years, to 


, Te ; 
appoint a site which would be generally 
Annrnt ] f aa at ' N, 
approved Of as It was at present, \O 
stte would | fortunate enough to give 
] I } r 
universal satisfaction He believed Mr 
12 } ] 
Darrys plan had l hn complet wistac 
ot 
th il had been 0 erally Uy rovVv lot 
T } 
tf noped t wouid begin the founda- 
tion, and that was the « wavy t nd 
th a us i 
& 7 } ] 
l i 7) | ly COINCI¢ 1 if) O} Mon 
with ¢ i t hon. Baronet In | opin 
. 

n it would tter to have the Hous 

wit upon the Oj i site than in thie 
! ul a ¢ u ; th exercise 


I 
home, would be far more healthful to hon. 


‘1 ] +} ‘ 

Members than if the House, by being 
‘ae ae 

near the clubs, would permit them to be 

too much at their ease: a walk home 


. 3 . ] | | 
would be lar more beneficial to them. 
Sir H Jardinge said 


nn of the Tflouses of Parhia- 
] 
I 


that it appe ired 
gee 
precaution which 


would have the effect of rendering it more 
g 
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when they laid the foundati 
lic works, the 
similarly situated, it was tl 


n of the ] 
foundations of which wet 


ul 


had been sufficiently secured, but 1 
hed since given way, and sunk considei 
ably. With this experience before th 
eves, he was of Opinion that tl uld 
adopt the most effectual means of securing 


the foundations, where 
incumbent weight would be placed, fi 
a similar defect. 
Colonel W yl i 
the situation which had been chosen { 
the foundation 
were 


was a quicksand 
be the eas 
require additional precautions. [le under- 


stood that since the 


found to 


cotier Gam had 


formed the greater rush of water against 
the Westminster-bridge had worn away 
the gravel from the lowe: part of the piers 
and thus rendered them more insecur 


The piers of Westminster-bridge had b 
cased with timber, and sunk in that situa 
tion, so that if the 
away to a much greater extent it might 
prove highly injurious to the bridge. 

Mr. Warburton had built upon his pro- 
perty at the other side of the water a very 
high tower, and of a greater height than 
any part of the intended buildings would 
be, and although it was quite close to the 
water, it had not up to this time varied an 
inch from its perpendicular, so effective 
were the means of security adopted by 
the architect. 

The Chancellor of the Excheq 
there need not exist any appre hension 
with respect to the security of the founda- 
tion. That part of the work was under 
the direction and superintendence of 
architect, others, m 
interested 


cravel should be worn 


uer said, 


th 
who was, of all st 


in having the preparations sucl 


as would secure the stability of tl 
building. 
The House divided:—Ayes 383; Noes 
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Aglionby, Major Fleming, J. 
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Brotherton, J. Hume, J. 
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Ilowick, Lord 
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Ilurt, | Stanley, E. J. 


Epucation.] Mr. Wyse, 
presenting several petitions in favour 
‘National Education, went on 
to move ** An address to her May: sty, that 
she will be graciously pleased to appoint a 
board of Commissioners of Education in 
England, with the view, especially, of pro- 
viding for the wise, equitable, and efficient 
application of sums granted, or to be grant- 
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ed, for the advancement of education by 
Parliament, and forthe immediate establish- 


National 


—" 


ment of schools for the education of teach- | 


ers in accord with the intention already 
expressed by the I egislature.” He felt re- 
joiced, after so much delay, to have an 


opportunity of bringing the question in a 
tangible shape before the iasert on use 
the public mind had antic Ipc ated the 
Jature on the ‘A sitonehicalasa d 
change hadtaken place in the public feel- 
ing respecting « ducation within a very few 
years. {The hon. Member referred to the 
ereat number of petitions which had been 
presente d of late asa proof. | There had 
been large meetings, he continued, 
subject, in various parts of England, but 
especially in those great towns of the 
North, the seat at once of our manufac- 
tures and our intelligence, in Bolton, Shef- 
field, Leeds, Liverpool, and Manchester 
and the anxious desire of all present, was 
for the establishment of a system of na- 
tional education. In furtherance of that 
object, societies had been established under 
ditterent names, and minute inquiries were 
set on foot by these bodies to ascertain the 
exact state of intelligence in the country, 
and to stimulate each portion of it into a 
generous emulation with each other on 
that important subject. Then, again, a 
few years ago, the press was wholly closed 
to anything like observation on the 
of education, with the 
of the graver quarterly publications, when 
it was treated as a matter of metaphysics 
or theology, more than as a matter o f ge- 
neral however, 
scarcely a periodical of any class which 
did not advocate the diffusion of intelli- 
gence in some form or other, among the 
mass of the population. In pe of the 
rapid progress the education 
had made among the poorer classes, he 
could assure the House that there was 
never a meeting of workmen in large num- 
bers—nay, they never met two or three in 
a body that it did not form an engrossing 
topic of their conversation. Even the Le- 
gislature—so much behind public opinion 
in all cases, and the Government, gene- 
rally so much behind the Legislature, had 
changed their views on the subject, and 
now entertained the question as one neces- 
sary to the welfare of the community. A 
few years since, he could scarce find a 
seconder for his motion respecting educa- 
tion; now the estimates included an an- 
nual grant for its promotion, and he had 


A o1s- 


subje i t. 


on the 


interest ; now, 


que stion of 
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|imperfect themselves. By 
state | 
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exception of a few /1t 
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| read, with great pleasure, an appeal of the 
noble Lord, the Secretary of State for the 
Home ae ete to his constituents, in 
which the advisableness of general educa- 
tion was enforced in the most admirable 
manner. All these eood 
success, and proofs that, however 
might be the advancement of the question, 
perseverance would eventually accomplish 
all that could be desired. He should have 
bring the question in another 
House. He should, for 
eferred a bill for that 
purpose, but that there was one already 
before Parliament, in charge of a noble 
Lord elsewhere, than whom there was no 
nan in the kingdom better calculated to 
do it justice. He thought it was neces- 
sary that education should be equally 
promu ulgated among all classes, or other- 
Wis the lower classes would march past 
the higher, and the masses advance while 
the rich and the few stood still. Reference 
had been more than once made to the 
state of crime in comparison with the state 
of education, and in France, particularly, 
deductions hail been made adverse to the 
extension of intelligence among the coms 
but he was fully satisfied that 
these deductions, founded on false or im- 
perfect returns, were radically false and 
more recent 
returns, compiled with greater accuracy, 
appeared that of those who were brought 


Education. 


were signs of 


slow 


wished to 
form before the 
his own part, have pr 


| before the criminal tribunals of that coun- 


there was | 


| rious decisive proofs, besides 
| produced of the effects of a good educa- 


i 


try, in the year 1837, there were of both 
sexes— 
Unable to read and write .... 8,464 
Vho read and wrote imperte i 12,299 
Who read and wrote well ..... 2,235 
Who had a superior education, . 101 


Thus showing, that a superior education 
was found to check, in a powerful man- 
ner, rather than promote in the slightest 
degree, a tendency to commit crime. Va- 
this, could be 


tion in preventing crime and extinguishing 
a tendency to it. Inthe Canton Frieburg, 
in Switzerland, on the spot made sacred 
by the labours of Von Fellenberg, and in 
the Ban de Roche, in the same country— 
all heretofore the chosen abode of crime, 
and vice, and misery—such changes had 
been effected by its means, that these dis- 
tricts were models of virtue. There 
was no reason whatever why such a bene- 
ficial change should not be extended ove 
the whole of a country, as well as over its 


how 
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districts. ‘The question, then, before th 
House was this—had England reached 
that superior state of education which 
made those heretofore lawless districts at 
present the seat of so much real 
ness? If not, had she th 
tending it to ev 
try? In regard to the extension of edu- 
cation among alli classes of the community, 
England was at that m¢ 
on the list of all cor 
selves civilized. ‘The result of all inquirig 
made on the subject was, that of children 
between the ages of seven and fourteen, 
amounting in all to two mil 
wards, there were at least 
number in England and Wales totally 
educated; while if those between three 
and seven years of age were taken, halfa 
million more might fairly be added to the 
account. 


happi- 


means of ex 


, +, } 
ery portion ol the coun- 


1 } 
ment the lowes 


ntries calling the 


illions Auld up- 
it 
ub- 


one-half th 


In that case, the proportion of 
educated to uneducated, would be as one 
to fourteen. Now, in America, the pro- 
portion was, in the State of New York, as 
one to three; in the State of Massachu- 
setts, it was as one to four; in Switzerland, 
generally, as one to seven; while in the 
Canton of Vaud, it was as « SIX; In 
Prussia, as one to six; in W 

One to six; in Bavaria, as one to six; in 
Holland, as one to nin¢ 
one toeleven; in Austria, as one to twelve 
in France, as one to sixteen; and in Rus- 
sia, throwing the serfs out of the calcula- 
tion, as one to six. Thus it was plain, that 
all other countries, with the exception of 
France, surpassed England. There was, 
amongst us, no extension of schools, and 
no extension of what was still more de- 
sirable, instruction, in the higher branches 
of education. The hon. Member went 
on to say, that it was proved, beyond 
a doubt, by the reports of educational so- 
cieties, that more than one-half of the edu 
cation of this country, if it might be called 
education, was carried on in 
schools, but was of the most inadequat 
and worthless kind. In many of the Sun- 
day schools arithmetic was quite unknown, 
and in some writing was prohibited, in 
others reading, these employments being 
considered to desecrate the Sabbath, and 
the pupils being gathered together only for 
the purpose of receiving religious instruc- 
tion, as if that alone were a substitute for 
all other kinds of education. In th 
estimate of the value of Sunday schools, 
his own opinion was supported by that of 
a gentleman every way well qualified to 
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superintendence, and that teachers could 
not be taught without that aid and super 
intendence ; butwhat hadbeen done ? Only 
some small sums of money had been voted, 
the due application of which they had 
taken the worst possible means of insuring. 
But what was 20,000/. a-year for such an 
object? And to whom had the distribu- 
tion of it been given? ‘To the Treasury. 


COMMONS} 


The Lords of the Treasury were the sole | 


directors of the expenditure of this sum, 
and the sole inspectors of the schools ; and 


it was they alone who were responsible to | 


Parliament for the results of the plan 
pursued. But it was obvious to every one, 
that with so many and pressing public 
duties to perform, it was impossible that 
the Treasury, Briarean as its grasp might 
be, and though furnished with as many 
eyes as Argus himself, could discharge the 
necessary duties of superintendence, di- 
rection, contro!, and correction, relative 
to the schools, to which the grant was 
applied, in a satisfactory and complete 
manner; they could not have time to 
inquire fully into a number of points on 
which it was essential a directing body 
should be informed—as, for instance, thi 


numbers of the scholars, the subjects of 


education, the wants of different districts 


in respect of education, and a variety of 


other particulars. He proposed, there- 
fore, that a central board of public edu- 
cation should be established, to be com- 
posed of fair proportions of the represent- 
atives of the different parties and feelings 
prevalent in the country; and, that with 
that, there should be coinbined a system 
of local bodies or boards to give efliciency 
to the general scheme, and to control 
abuses as they arose. He was for a com- 
bination of local boards with one central 
board, because the local boards 
could not be expected to be able to acquire 
information sufficiently extensive on the 
subject of education, nor consequently to 
act with the most enlightened views; 
while, on the other hand, a central body 
could not attain an individual interest in 
each of the schools as a local board might, 
nor the advantage of being on the spot to 
correct and punish abuses; wherefore he 
was extremely anxious to give the local 


alone 


boards a deep interest in the welfare of 


the system, and to make them feel, that 
they were bound up in the schools. Why 
should such a system be denied to Eng- 
land, when it had been established in Ire- 
land, and established, too, without any 
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reference to an Act of Parliament ? With 
respect to religious opinions, he begged to 
say, once for all, that nothing was farther 
from his desire than to meddle with reli- 
o10us Opinions ; to do so was, tn all cases, 
a gross violation of the principles of justice, 
and a flagrant misdemeanour against so- 
ciety. He wished that Government should 
take the subject in hand, and appoint a 
board on the principles which he suggested : 
that they should set to the work heartily, 
and not tremble in hesitation and the wish 
to know what this party or the other would 
think of their proceedings. In fact, the 
country could not stand where it was, 
Recent facts showed this. Within the 
last week or two, hard by the very 
threshold of the tribunals of justice, almost 
under the shadow of Parliament, acts had 
been done which would throw shame upon 
the remotest corner of the empire. The 
Central Society of Education had sent 


down persons to the neighbourhood of 
Canterbury immediately on hearing of 
he Jate rivt there, and they knew that 
It was not want which had given rise 
to that unfortunate occurrence; no, the 
men were in the receipt of 2s. a- 
day. It was not want, therefore, but in 
the whole of their houses there was not a 
book found. Hence it was, that they were 
ready to receive any, the grossest misin- 
terpretation of the Holy Scriptures. Was 
it to be wondered that in such a statea 
spark should ignite their passions ? How- 
ever what he said might be despised, he 
hoped it would not be believed, that there 
were not numbers of men, in every part of 
the country, who had deep in their hearts 
the conviction that there was no hope for 
this country until it should be emanci- 
pated from its ignorance. Other nations 
would not stop for us; we must advance 
up to them; and if we did not push for- 
ward in the race of civilization, we might 
depend upon it we should be flung back, 
even by those over whom we had been 
most in the habit of asserting our supe- 
riority. He moved ‘ that an humble ad- 
dress be presented to her Majesty, that 
she will be graciously pleased to appoint 
a Board of Commissioners of Education 
in England, with the view especially of 
providing for the wise, equitable, and 
efficient application of sums granted, ot 
to be granted, for the advancement ot 
education by Parliament, and for the im- 
mediate establishment of schools for the 
education of teachers, in accord with the 
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these. One, however, was to be found in 
Edinburgh, under the auspices of Mr, 

ho had accompanied the hon. 
Member in his the other 


Now what acc ptance did 


educational tour; 


these schools mect with? Mr. Simpson 
el u, it was hardly possible to keep 


his liberal school in LEdinbureh alive; th 
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Edinburzh. In Bath the liberal 
school had been established under favour- 
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present, a general rush to the Church Sunday- | whic] sisted in. Eneland 
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lars are presenting them 


: . aa imnnul hes thev wer ton t r , 
may be of use to prove the preference gis scabseeicsedlinati ie oe ar honed 
] | 1 t ’ | tT) st oe ‘ ; 
by the peopl to the Ch h Schools, t tO compel t ist 5 tl y 
erve, that the Ellerlay-lane school was con- ers; and if y rebelled, they w 
ducted by dissenters fot x ye , 1 -| to re ve the trust and replace t n 
tained 120 scholars. We hav W | ( , 1ev to 
that sehooi, and } coll j ~ va 1 t ! n all pr ® 
schools, conducted on the pring 
: | shes 
Church, contain childrer Na- ae : : 
tional School, ntall 75 he a Pte NSS ‘ Pp, Witt On 
are refused every week for want of m » UW 1 every parish in 
} + r ' ; =e 
He could not Sv ail ~~ OF a | S I } t. ) 
: itahle wer 4 | Me nas t a A t ¢ 
respectanie testhmony to th feels ¢ r- i i} } i nen if r pleasu . 
tained by the peopl of Ineland towards | th rs of all these schools were to 
those schools which the hon. Gentleman tp] ited by them, and removable at their 
would set aside as narrow and c- | pleasure, er their exist to thei 
. | + — ! +¢ ' } 
tarian. He would now say one word | bi so absolute was their 


upon the constitution of the board for } | r Os rem, that Mr. Blake com- 
which the hon. Member moved. It was |] pow f the Government 
true, that he | I Vi nber hy d not I i | to its 


t : 
stated to the Hlouse 1 
proceedings which he would adopt, if sucl \ » the local Committees, which the 


| ? ah 
a Board were once established, but it was | hon. Gentleman had to-nieht contended, 
well that the Hous should know what} m t i such use, y were to 
was designed, and what would follow if | « itt! were sub- 
the House consented to int ie Ll SYS- { t ' ( tation this trium- 
tem of which the establishm ( Cer rat to have t power of 
tral Board was th first st | \\ hat the \ I , alia I Lae 0 iem W 
system was, he would state on yrities | t r own creat : they ventured to 
which the hon. Member could not deny, 1 th \ . Then these Gen- 
on the authority of that bill for the estab- | t | the course of 
lishment of i lib il system of edu tion ji {1 | AB X t ren strance, 
which Lord Brougham had introduced this \ sity their pleasure should 
session into the other Hous ot iarita- i S¢ iS, W 1 an armv of 
ment, and to which the hon. Member had | 26,000 ma 3, submissive t rd 
this night alluded in terms of high praise ; | and inst their opinions ; endowed with 
on the authority also of Mr. Blake, on rmous funds, and invested with abso- 
of the Commissioners of Irish education, | lut liscret , they were to erect thei 
and the ar use would ret embe that thi uthority in every parish in KEwoclan I, and 


hon. Member had referred this very night | to subject t minds of all the children to 


p 5 ! i ed } 
to the Irish Board, as a model of a na- | tl ected ec 1. Mons. Cousin, 
tional system. What, then, was the }an tatist n anxious In- 
Board which Mr. Blak pomit l at, | 1 ¢ { Ol i jected 


which Lord Brougham actually proposed |to tl ' of education Holland 
in his bill? ‘The Board was to consist of | there 1 ay mal schools 


three paid Commissioners, lawyers, did | L | re, the sters in which 
not know whether of that favoured sec- s) ited by Government, and the 
| 


tion of six years’ standing, paid at a t f ed tion was under the control 
enormous salary, possessing powers, th fof G iment. H y f 1. that this 
extent of which would be imagined, when | 1) in tl nds of Government 


they heard from Mr. Blake, that the Act | an und nhuence Over tl popular mind 


appointing them should confer upon th | the « try; but what this indirect 
more ample powers, and a larger discve- | and parti | pe r compa with the 
tion, than were enjoyed by the Poor-law | ious and oppres with 
Commissioners. This enormous triumvi- | \ on the liberal system of education, 
rate were, in the first place, to lay their | is proposed to invest three paid bar- 
hands upon all the charitable endowments | risters in London? He would beg te 








+ 


it 


he 


taken, 


lance 


metropoil Be 


i\' 


a a. sleet - . a ‘ . : : = + * “tree. eR tet Rape > 
aden Bei Bete es SS ha eS. Rag ee See = 6. yee Ss x : oe ees ee ee 





a ’ 
yy As National 


| 


Kilmarnock had re 
fore the Hous 
would be 
board of edi 

the religious fe 

the community, 

tunate that no subj t 
in that House without 
to the re ligious fe 

the people. Whet 
consideration had 

ing of municipal co 
or whether they | 
other portion of th 
still those measu: 
reference to the c th 
they would ha 
some particulai 

The ai 
Kilmarnock wa 


sible to avoid 


rumen 
UlLIC Lil 
D 


cious feelin 
blishing a 
sums 
sum which « 
Jiament for 

two irrespon 
that Parliam 
20,0002., re 

he did not th 
would be willing 


an amount to two 
ever mI | 
power OF carry 


1 
| 
it 


Into execut! yn. 

fere without excil 
sect; and he wi 

Of Inspection Ww 

very best efl 
House, that 
generally fel 

his intention 

might be all 
stance, which w« 
showing the state of 
the most important « 
polis. In one of 
rough which he had th 
sent, he alluded to the parish of 


green, where a society for the pro 
| 


t} 


Lic 


of education had been established, 


was a population of | 
were about 14,000 
the ages of five and 
whole 14,000, not more 
receiving instruction 
Such was the stat 
metropolis, and he thoug| 





= 


PRPC FS, 


* 


= as 


727 Vutwnal 


adopt some plan which would do equal 
justice to all parties. 


Mr. Baines said, that the number of 


Sunday-schools belonging to Dissenters 
instead of being 1,000 was, he believed, 
6,000, and he thought it right to mention 
the fact in order to prevent any one from 
being misled on the subject. The sum 
granted by the Treasury for the 
of education was 20,0002., 
he must say, was most unequally distri- 
Of it the schools connected with 


purposes 


buted. 
the Established Church received 10,0002, 
while the other 10,0002. was ive n to the 


schools of all other religious denomina- | 
This, he contended, was anything | ' 
lthat, as far as numbers were concerned, 


tions. 
but fair or just, and to show the inequa- 
lity of the 
mention that the rich districts alone could 
obtain grants, while the poor could get 
nothing. He 
thought that the subject of 


was one of 


education 


ought to be attended to by the State; and 
whatever weight might be attached to the | 
opinions of Lord 
respects, sure 
to education they were « 
utmost possible credit. Lord Brou 


of educa- 


Brougham in other 


: : 
ntitled to th 
hay 
fhatti 


done 


had much for the cause 
tion, for not only had he brought to lisht 
the fact that funds had bx | 
but he rendered it 
abuses of a similai 
future with respect to the application 
of those funds. The views of Lord 
srougham, therefore, were entitled to the 
utmost weight. If his (Mr. Baines’s) hon. 
Friend pressed his motion, not only would 
he support him, but he trusted that the 
Government would adopt the view which 
he took, and that those who advocated 
other sentiments in that House would take 
the course which he meant to pursue. 

Sir R. Inglis said, that, not having 


had impossib 


kind could arise in 


heard the whole of the discussion, he did | 
| portant subject could not come before the 


not mean to go at any length into the 
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of the Established Church. The hon, 
Member for Leeds and other hon. Gen- 
tlemen-had talked of sects, and seemed 
to suppose that the Church of England 
had ceased to exist as an Established 
Church; but he could tell them that they 
little knew the streneth of that Church 
and their own had been 
attempted ‘*to frighten them from thei 
propriety ” by a display of numbers, and 
it had been said, that what the Dissenters 


Education. 


weakness. It 


| demanded they must have, on the ground 
of numbers. 
| with reference to numbers had been tested 


The argument, however, 
by the application of the rules of arith- 
metic, and what was the result? Why, 


the Dissenters were not justified in talk- 
ing of the Church of England as a mere 
It was true, that the hon. Gentle- 


men opposite had complimented the 


estate of the 


pr) 
| 


the first 
Cries of ** Question, question : 


be considered as 
realm. 
When the hon. Member for Leeds called 
the Church of England a mere sect, he 
had a right, and it was his duty to do it, 
to insist upon the distinction to which the 
Church of England was entitled, and not 
to allow its legitimate claims to be im- 
y any one, whether in or out of 
that House. He certainly should oppose 
the proposition of the hon. Member for 
Waterford. 

Mr. Brotherton thoucht, ereat praise 
was due to the hon. Member for bringing 
forward this motion ; and could not but ex- 
press his regret at the lamentable neglect 
of education in the manufacturing dis- 
tricts. In the part with which he was 
connected many children between five and 
fifteen were destitute of the means of 
education. 

Lord J. Russell said, that a more im- 
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than had been brought on to- 

\ night. With regard to the statements 
ever the merits of Lord Brougham’s opin- that had been made as to the distribution 
ions might be in other respects, his view} of the funds voted by Parliament, some 
was, that the education of the children of | had supposed that there had been an un- 


subject under consideration. What he | House 
rose for, principally, was, tosay, that, what- | 
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England should be committed to 


hands of the clergy of the Established | 
ought to go to the Church, and half to 


1818, he believed, Lord 


Church. In 


Brougham made a most elaborate state- | 


ment on this question of education, and 
the great result at which he arrived was, 
that the education of the people ought to 
be placed under the direction of the clergy 


the | 


fairness in the distribution, and it had 
been considered that half of the grant 


the Dissenters. But the principle on 
which the Treasury had proceeded was 
different ; they had deemed it their duty, 
in distributing 20,000/. for example, not 
to give 10,000/, to one, and 10,000. te 
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the other, but, without looking 

claims of either, to distribute 

that the greatest quantity 

should be obtained. ‘The 

doing this was to say, that where 

siderable amount of money was subscrib 

they would give such a portion of 

grant as would secure the greatest nu 

ber of scholars. It was obvious, that 

obtain this greatest quantity of edu 

supposing there was 5,000/. to 

on one hand 10,0007. was subs 

was better to make this 15,000/. 

it to education, than 

to another set i 

scribed only 

only 10,000/. to 

deficiency of educatio: 

was their duty to apply 

a manner as to secure the 

of education. With rega a 

it appeared that, in 1833, the numbet 

scholars for whose education m¢ ney hat 

been given by the Tre asury was 30,356 ; n 

the total amount applied to education had | that hey should be made aware of what 

been 48,000/., of which the grant from the | their re cious and moral duties were, and 

Treasury had been 20,484/. In 1854 the! if they deviated from those obliga- 

number of scholars was 41,000 ; the total} tions, the ate would not have thx tes 

amount of money expended 59,619/. ; ynsibility of ne having afforded them 

granted bythe Treasury 19,358/.; so that | the vhtest means of cation. The 

only 19,0002. had been ex} ended by the | exertions of the soci s which had pro- 

state in the education of 41,000 persons. | moted the Is lucation had been 

In 1835 the number of scholars was it litt] sisted by the small grant which 
»,321, total money appli ed to rovi su) 

cation 71,7311., of whicl 1 only 

had been given by the Pienuie 

population amongst whom these s 

were found amounted in the first vear to 

1,139,000,in the second year to 1,846,000, 

and in the third year to 1,615,000. Ee 

owned he could not see any means bv 

which so small a sum as had been granted 

by Parliament could have been applied in | of the gran f the the edu- 

a more useful way so as to educate aj catior h eople had not yet been 

greater number of scholars. Ile must} fully realised. He was aware = had 

admit, that there was another question, | been done by the tion So ety, year 

and a more extensive question, to which ; aller year, y he Brit | al | reign sc hool 

the attention of the Government and of | Society) its means were extrem¢ ty limited) 

the House ought to be turned; for if} v othe voluntary soci ties, and by 

the money were applied in this o sion [anaes lu ind on lividual deserved 

other manner, still it was clear, that a} more praise or ead than the hon. 

large portion of the population of the | Member for erford); but still it was 

country—the poorest classes—would be} with regret he said, th > was not pre- 

left without education. Thehon. Member} pared to st any iner in which he 

for Shrewsbury had stated ofa large dis- | thought Parliament should be led on 

trict, that where there ought to be three | to aid the work of education yond what 

educated, two were uneducated; and in| it had done. He felt that there were such 

other districts it was still worse, for there | objections entertained by different parties 

only one out of four children were edu- j as to the mode in which education should 
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1 —. , ite eae 
be carr! gd on, that he thougcnt if Ww ld be 
far better to walt till there was a reatel 
acreement of opinion on tl brect, tha 

} 
to idopt this acd 4 ( 
mission was ued by t ( i at » ( 
; oe . } 

i o coul sn . t th Pa O} bi } 
W uld | entert ad on t s t by 
" } , 

the Church { | th bv th 
: . \ 
B itish and fot t} { \ bn S¢ 
‘ ‘ 1 
cletie ( l if n ¢ ( , and 
diiference were not likely t be | n- 
} ¢ 1 } vat 
ciled by central board or commi 
Why, then, if persons of diti \t Opinions 


were called to ac In this central commis 


sion, these ditter es Of Opinion would 
break out, and the board would b E 
operative. On the otl hand, if t 
board were to consist of only o ¢ 

cla ses, | he wht opel Lio \ ld 
more prompt, a great pr yn the com- 
munity would be dissat 1, and \ | 
exert themselves to oppose the decision of 
the board. With revard to the ditlerent 
modes of education which | be ) 
posed, the first was that « British and 


Foreign School Society, a system, tn his 
opinion, best ad ipt d tor tl 
namely, that the education should bea 
religious education, but that no catechism 
of any sort should be introduced into the 
schools, and that the children should not 
be confined to any place of worship, but 
might go where their parents liked. The 
National Society’s system of education 
was conducted on the principle that the 
catechism should be taught in the schoc Is, 
and that the children shoul 


on Sundays, If the former system w 





ad pted, 1 srealt many Ol tb N tl nal 
Society, and a great man churchmen 
would obj ct to it, becaust th catechism 
Was not taught che If the latter 
sfem wel 10} ( 1); ter | 
urge that, although it nireht | fit { 
partieuial society to tea h the ¢ itechism 
I its schools, it was noti rtne com- 
munitv at large, and for Dissenters to b 
obliged to comply, and to let thei chil- 
dren be taught the church catechism. <A 
third mode had been suggested, as more 
suited to the education of the nation ; tl if 


was, as far as he understood it, that the 
educati 4) iven in the school ould 
entirely of a secular nature, and that the 
clergymen of the church, and the mini 
of each particular sect, should grve reli- 
gious instruction separately to the chil- 
dren, at different times and places from the 
education given in the schools What 
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Education. (Y- 
was a very plausible system, and it would 
em at first that persons of all religious 


creeds might be reconciled to such a pro- 


on t D convinced, in the 
first place, that { is nota system which 
would ever meet with th eneral assent 
of the people of this country; and he was 
convinced, in the second | lace, although 


he only spoke from hypothetical grounds, 
that it would fail to implant in the minds 

Haeages, RE Serr cee 1 moral cul 
Pthe chudren that religious and moral cule 


hw . } } nahi 
i 8} : V O vie 


Clic 


individual sentiments of 
suse, or of those out 
of it, he confessed he did not see, until 


there was more likelihood of agreement 
1} persons who were In 
fay ucation in this coun- 





try, that it would bea rood plan to esta« 


ssion oO! board of education 





yy the Government, because, in whatever 
ht b constitut d, it would 


create great jealousy on all hands on this 





subject. There was one great point, how- 
ever, which was deserving of attention— 
it was that of contributing to the educa- 
ion of teachers, and affording a better 
set of teachers than now existed in this 
country, That, he thought, was an ex- 
ceedingly useful scheme; but he thought, 
also, another scheme must be adopted with 
it whenever it might be adopted. The 
plan he meant was, that there should be 
viven to those teachers, after they had 
left the schools of discipline, a certain 
mount of salary in addition to what 
might be given by the schools in which 
they would be engaged ; because, in fact, 
the education which was given to the 
leachers was SO ¢oO dt iat t ey found the 
usual salary of a schoolmaster was very 
much smallerthan the remuneration which 
they could obtain by engaging themselves 


in other professions or occupations. This 
ae 
had been found to be the case in the Bri- 


tish and Foreign School Society; those 
teachers to whom the greatest attention 
was paid, and who were made the fittest 
to conduct the education of the young, 
were often the first to tind some other 
ituation, feeling that it was not wort 
their while to pursue a_ profession of 
which he must say, although at present it 
was very inadequately rewarded, he con- 


" 
ul 


sidered it to be one of the noblest and 
most honourable which any man could 


undertake Ile thought they eould do 
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interests, Ol ( ’ ‘ . 4ii a ( ! 
provision fot 1d é. rie W +} 
fore, to say, tna —_— ; 
prepared to <% ( 

‘cee 

hon. Gentie peat 


motion without m 
| 1 
that they coud the 


n 
it} 


: 
did not then think it necessary Ar mn nt nov rivate 
he was quite sure that tl 


of the more sanguine of the eX] oress If 


ations were likely to | iisappo 1 ve [ lid , ' P pre- 
rreat cood would be efected; and he was lto go ft her. of se f <i ri- 
convinced, with all the various 1 : { u I : Some 
at hand, with the Chu wit! ( { ernment 
come so very considerable, charitab { Al t jere 
foundations of such veri ri Int, 
with the large ii ¢ t 
and With tl wea , Olt 5 try - 
rallv, that the f . 
cation to remal nh 1] i f } 
COnaitIOn Th Wh \ { | 
the present « 

Mr. W.S. O me 
spec { t i 
the pr t 
vreat be 1 ( t 
the present n n \ . v.t 
funds devoted I Lin ; i 
must say was unwis ind ¢ i ieties 
Immediate alteration. He did tle- 


why religious topr hould 1 5 ( ted 


j 4 } ' 
mixed up with the question of ¢ Hous 
1 1 . ‘ ‘ + 
In’? a board Of ecu ion. surely th ( t ty 
oe 134} iT Me { 
could be no difficulty tn finding asu 


nbumber of perso: ruily Compe uf un t\ \ tace t 


dertake the responsibility of being mem- 1 ¢ the | For t two 


bers of that board, and to discharge th ist, 1 Governm id mad 

} ee 

qauties without relere ) Feue.ous preyu F ext ling np! lern 
I 

dices, for the instru ( im ters. and 
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Ihe Ch tucellor of the Lea quer would ( tv.ti boril | | \ itional, 
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had come forward to accept those offers. 
both societies would be detective until they 
established a much more active system of | 
inspection and superinte ndence than they | 
employed at z sent. ‘They were satisfic d 
with the establishment of schools, and | 


| 
| 
i 
with mene up a correspondence with } 


the clergyman, or active man, In thi neigh- | 
bourl« od, leit they did not bring the} 
whole of the machinery under their con- | 


trol. Money had been voted from yea 
tO Wear s the number of schools and of 


scholars was known, but there was n 
: ‘ P ] ie , | 

practical report of the te of tho 

schools, to show how tai they had ne- 


swered the purposes of Parliament in dit- 


fusing among the people that education | 


of which they wer intended to be t 
channels. He the uoht the Parliament 
was entitled to call on those socicties t 


rive an account of their stewardship. He 
did not undervalue the i quiry of thi 
committee on education; but he thought 
a fair report ought to be n 
vernment and to that Ilouse of the con-| 
dition of the number of schools founded | 
and endowed by Parliament. That would 
be just now one of the most useful inter- 
positions of parliamentary authority; it 
would give authority to the societies them- 
selves to call on the several schools to 
prove the grounds for their claim to the | 
bounty they received, andit would mak: 

| 


ade to the (10 


the best foundation fora new and a laree 
consideration of this question. ‘The books | 
in use in these schools were, for the most 
part, very inferior to those which had | 
been provided by the literary skill and in- | 
dustry of individuals, and which were in 
eeneral use in other aaake These things 
might be remedied, and that would lead 
to the co-operation of Parliament. The 
two societies he had mentioned were daily 
approximating towards each other, and he 
believed, that the great mass of Dissenters 
would be ready to consolid ite their schools | 
with the was, See if the church cate- 
chism were taught on Sundaysonly. Be- 
lieving, thatthe interference of Government, 
by appointing a commission or board o 
education, in the present state of the 
question would create great jealousy 
amongst all parties, and be injurious to 
the progress of education, he must oppose 
the motion, and hoped that the hon. Gen- 
tleman would not persist in it. 

Dr. Lushington agreed with many ob- | 
servations which had fallen from his noble 
Friend and from the right hon. Gentle-{ 
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man who had just sat down with respect 
to the manner in which this subject ought 
to be considered. But with respect to the 
amount of the erants made be Ing In pro- 
por vise 1 to the money raised by the parties 
ap pli ying for assist ince to the Government, 
that was a principle which did not operate 
with perfect benefit and justice to th 


people of this country. The amount of 
money could not! be equal lth every in- 
stance. In one parish the people might 
raise 1,0002., but you might go to tl 

hext pal l, nd thei vhere the want ot 
educat Sine FTGQE, and t] 

ber of inhabitants it state of des- 
t if 1 col lerab! la Ye] | iitely less 
m¢ y would | zl lt the purpos 

of education: yet to that place, notwith- 
standing its Increased wants and helpless- 
ness, the grant would be a great deal less 
than to t richer and better educated 
parish. ‘To poor places additional grants 
should be made, and the restrictions at 


present imposed ought to be removed. 
But if his right hon. Friend answered him 
by saying, “ By these arzuments you 
would discourage public contributions 
and the charitable exertions of indivi- 
duals,” he would say—‘ No, but let the 
amount of their contributions be con- 
sidered in connexion with their power to 
subscribe, If they found that in the 
poorest districts of London education was 
most needed, and that it was utterly im- 
possible for the people to raise mon y 
suthicient to obtain a grant equal to the 


{wants of that district, which he asserted 


to be the fact, then he would say, in the 
name of the people of such a district— 
“'Tax us according to our ability; do not 
de ny us as istance because we. have not 
the power to do more to assist ourselves,’ 
Where was the greatest want of educa- 
tion? In the most populous and the 
poorest parts. He would put it to the 
House and to the country what were 
like ly to be the effects on the morality of 
this great metropolis, what the conse- 
quence with respect to crime, what the 


f | result with regard to the contamination of 


youth, while there was a district like that 
of Spitaltields et Bethnal-green, in 
which there were 10,000 children Jain 
every morning, of which a moiety, and 
above a moiety, had no employme nt, and 
no « Gucation, and were exposed to every 
possibl e t mptation to evil? It was his 
firm conviction that it was impossible such 
a population could remain eyen in its pre- 
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sent degraded state, and that th 
their condition must 
to others unless some means were prom 
taken to educate and reclaim tl 


creas wid X | 


Unless they attempted to check the rrow- 


ing evil, they ought to experience, hi 
would not say the effects of it in tl 


} 
own sufferings, but in feclings of the|7 
deepest reeret, that so many pers¢ 
should be left exposed to every s| 
of temptation, and deprived of that « 
cation, which, under t! provid 
God, was the surest iferuard 
temptation to evil, | th 
to any postponeme 
Notwithstanding, he « 
guinely hope that the object 
of the hon. Memb for \W | 
be attained, he did u ipon her M 
jesty’s Ministers without any d 
certain extent at least, to provide t 
means for obviating these evils by « 
lishing such regulations for the di positi C 
of the funds at their command as would | , 
tend to prevent the continuance of those j ( 
mischiefs arising from the want of eduea- | C 
tion, which had been described by his |‘ 


hon. Friend, and of many more which it 


was in his power to describe. 


yi 


ucl 





of the hon. Member for Kilmarnock, and | 
the quotations he had made from the evi- | 
dence of Mr. Blake before the Committee | G 
of which he (Mr. \ ys¢ h 1d been chalr- Ul 
man, he would only remark, that h 


; 

Mr. Wyse replied; as to the observations | ] 
| I 

I 


could quote the evidence of many other | ;; 
witnesses which would give a full answer! yy 
to the hon. Gentleman’s position, With 
regard to the bill of Lord Brougham, | J 
must say, that there were many portions | J 
of it which he approve lof, and should b 
glad to see carried into law. In the motion 

he had submitted he had no wish to bind 

the conscience of any man; he desired, | 
that the Dissenter should have the benefit | 

of instruction in reading, writing, geo- | Ad 
graphy, and other useful acquirements, | om 
without reference to his creed, and the aor 
same benefits he wished to see conferred 
upon the Churchman. He 


could not 
conceive why, if grants of the public monev | 9 
were made to the Treasury, the adminis- | B 
tration of those funds ought not to be! B 
confided to a particular and especial de- |} » 


partment of the board, in order, that it 


; ; { 
might be ascertained, that a control should 
exist over those schools, in aid of which | , 
the public money was granted. He, there- | 1) 


fore, could not assent to withdraw the pre- | Dov 


VOL. XLIL, £285} 


Cy 
(s 


} 
. 
1) 
} 
»b 
, Sir W. M 
1 W.R 
¢ | 
t, L J 
\ 
~ ( 
] 
| 
( }? 
rp 
] 
\ 
R. ¢ 
, j 
° ' 
ag 
() 
, DP 
‘ au. 





pal ho EP ae « 


rate tes Seare ‘ 





ee ee 


a 

: 
Y 
ts 
é 
* 


Aa 






ITT TE LARS LOT POPOL TRAE APT GE OT 


LO PPR LR RS RS RAE SS 


739 Mails on 


Hughes, W. B, Rolfe, MoM. 
Hurt, I’, Rowse. os 
Inglis, Sir R. H. Round, « 


4 
Kirk, P. Russell, Lo rd J 
I 


Labouchere. II. Sandon, a 
Lascelles, W. Smyth, Sir G. HI. 
Lefevre, C. S. Stanley, KJ 
Lowther, J. H. Stanley, Lord 


Lushineton, Dr. Strickl and, Sir G. 

M‘Tag Me I Talfourd, vceant 

Maul EH. fl ane Lord 
T 


~ cook ildang roubridge, Sir ] Pai (ye 
Noel, W. M. Vere, Sir C.B 
Palmer, C. F. Vivian, J. E. 

Palmer, G, Vivian, Sir R. Hi. 
Parker, J. Wemyss, J [ 
Perceval, Colonel Wood, T. 

Plumptre, J.P. Wrightson, W. B. 


Praed, W. M. 

Pringle, A, PELL 
Rice, rt. hon. ’ k ( | 
Rickford, W Wood, C 


Matis on Rattways.] Mr. Labou- 
chere, in moving for leave to bring ina 
bill for providing for the conveyance of 
mails by railroads, observed, that it must 
be obvious to every hon. Member, that 
the great alterat: wn which had latt rly 
taken place in the internal communica- 
tions of this country, by the establishment 
of railways in various directions, must 
materially affect the post-office service, 
A committee had been appointed early in 
the session to consider what Legislative 
measures might be rendered necessary to 
provide for this altered state of circum- 
stances; and upon the report of that 
committee, the bill which he proposed to 
bring in was founded. In asking leave of 
the House to bring in this bill, he would 
confine himself to stating, without an: 
argument, what were its main provisions, 
The first resolution to whicl 
e had come——and it was agreed to una- 


effect that railway 


1 
1 the commit- 


nimously—was to the 


companies appear to have it in their power 
; 


practically to prevent the transmiss! 
the correspondence of the 
established means of communication, and 
to take whatever steps in this matter 
they pleased. If hon. Members would 
take the trouble of referring to the evi- 
dence which was laid before the commit- 
tee, they would find, that there was no 
exage ration in this statement. The Post- 
office had, in point of fact, been already 
deprived altogether, in certain cases, of 
the power of carrying on the correspond- 
ence of the country, because where rail- 
wavs existed, in ail the 


country 


ees 


‘ these rallway companies, ml) rht, 


p irallel lines of | 


” 
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| road, the traffic by stage-coaches was ab- 
| solute! ly put a stop to. The Post-office 
herefore, be obliged to have re- 
agency of the railways, or 


would, t 
| course lo the 
| suspend the transmission of Jetters alto- 
| ovther, This important fact had been 
|} established by the committee—that by 
} the railway acts a monopoly was vested 


he railway compa- 





|in the proprietors of 


! 
at monopoly not 


t 
| nies, who possi ssed th 


arriers, they 


Only as \ 
emand heavy tolls 


propre (ors, 


Dein’ enabled to ¢ 


: ; ‘nae 
Irom persons running carriages upon their 


several lines. ‘These tolls were so high, 
that the Legislature was found to have 


practically riven to these 


amount ¢ jual to or 


companies the 


nearly approaching, in almost — in- 
nded of 
passengeis. Persons attempting to run 
li must pay this 


Ss 
1] } | ae 1 1 
toll, and demand some fare besides. rhe 

| 


stanee, the sum which they dem 


monopoly of the communications of the 
country, which had been given by law to 
there fore, 
be considered as absolute. For this novel 


] 
and unprecedcel 
I 


» of things it was 
pieced to provide a rem dy. He 
begged to observe that he did not mean to 
cast the slichtest reflection on the manner 
in which these companies were conducted. 
But, however respectable these parties 
might be, if the Government were to conti- 
nue responsible for the transactions of the 
Post-office, it must not be left to the 
mercy of any private company, however 
eminent. His right hon. Friend, the 
Chancellor of the Exche quer, had, upon 
| iy bills were 


various occasions, when railw 


before the House, put in his 
yart of the Government whenever it was 


| 
i 
possible, and asked of the House to agree 
t 


j 1 
Claim On the 


O measures calculated to obviate any 


iInconvenien which might be found to 
arise; and to give to the Postmaster- 
ceneral the power of sie uring from the 
proprietors of railre any reasonable 


services which he micht require, 


With 
respect to the question of remuneration, 
that would be settled by arbitration, one 
arbitrator being chosen for the Post-office, 
another for the railroad; and in case of 
a difference of opinion arising, an umpire 
would be elected to decide. He fully 
admitted, that the mode of deciding, 
to expenses by arbitration, 
advantageous to the 
at the same time, the 
after considering whether they 


with respect 
was not the mo 

Government; but, 
cominittee, 
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ble to the payment of cliarges by railroad 
companies, were unable to discover one, 
though they were of opinion that, after 
great experience had been had on these 
undertakings, data might exist on which 
to found a general rule. 
circumstances, the committee recommend- 


Under these 


ed, for the present, that the settlement of 


the charges should be made by arbitra- 
tion, though it to be an 
imperfect and inconvenient mode of pro 
ceeding. It was also provided by the bill, 
that it should not be lawful for any rail- 
road company to y by-law to 
restrict powers thus conferred on the Post- 
office. 

for some of the companies closed thei 
railroads on Sundays; and unless the 
Post-office possessed the power of trans- 
Initting letters, the const quence we uld bi 
that the correspondence of the country 
would be interrupted, These arrangements 
had not received any oj 
proprietors of rail-roads, 
about to state a provision to which he 
afraid some objection might be offered. 
It was thought by the committee, that 
these powers were not sufhcient to enable 
the Post-office to carry on communica- 
tions with the country with that expedi- 
tion and economy which were necessary 
for this department; and though they 
were perfectly satisfied of the general 
willingness on the part of the rail-road 
proprietors to meet the wishes of the 
Post-office, still it was deemed advisable, 
considering that the carriage of letters 
must always be regarded as a secondary 
object to the carriage of passengers, to 
cive the Post-office an additional power, 
in case any company should resist the fai 
demands of that establishment. The House 
would perceive how \ was, 
when it was recollected that between Lon- 
don and Manchester, as likewise between 
London and Brighton, 
would have to deal with three different 
companies. It was, therefore, indispens- 
able that security should be taken to pre- 
vent any interruption tc the communica- 
tions arising from a feeling of jealousy 
between the companies, or from any other 
cause; and the committee had come toa 
resolution, declaring that it was expedient 
to give the right to the Post-office to run 
their own engines on any railway with a 
train containing a limited number of pas- 
sengers, and luggage without payment of 


was admitted 
enact any 


Such a provision was necessary, 


)p position from the 
but he was now 


Was 


necessary this 


the Post-ofiice 


{June 14} 


could find any general principles applica- | 
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tolls, subj ct to a payment to be fixed by 
for any ht be 
required from the mM pani 

The right hon. Gentleman opposite asked 
why the Post-oftice should have the powel 
letters. 
would 
Post-oftice con- 


arbitration services that m1 


rail road ( 


olf conveying passengers b 


sides 
. nea he 
ason; and he 


the 


He would state the re 
take the instance of 


veying letters on part of a continuous rail- 
road, in which two or three different com- 
panies had an interest. When the letters 
rrived at the end of the first portion of 
the road, the next company would charge, 
and with justi most exorbitantly for 
their conveyance if no passengers arrived 
with them Ile micht also take the case 
of a road where part of th communi- 
cation WwW carried on by horsed car- 
riages; and in such a case the House 
uld not doubt that a most extravagant 
1arge would be made for the convey- 
e of the letters alone : for the only 
ineans by which the Post-office was en- 


to send letters so cheaply through 

\ y transmitting them by 
|, which carried passengers and was 
free from toll. It of 
vided, that any damage which might be 


i sled 
he country was by 
mal 


was, course, pro- 


caused to the railway by the carriages 
employed by the Post-office should be 
settled by arbitration. The hon. Gen- 


tleman concluded by moving for leave to 
introduce the bill. 

Mr. Goulburn said, that as the effect of 
the establishment of the railroads would 
be to destroy all the ordinary means of 
communication, it was the bounden duty 
of the Government to provide for the due 
conveyance, not only of the mails, but of 
troo} s and the stores bel mnging to them. 
He felt alarm at the proposition, that the 


expense s| ould be settled by 


arbitration ; 


for the Government had then never fait 
play. He therefore suggested whether it 
would not be better to fix the rate of pay- 


ment for the Government according to 
the charge of remuneration established 


by the proprietors of railroads for the 


Sir G. Strickland saw the necessity of 
passing some bill like the one proposed ; 
but as the railroads had been established 
by a vast outlay of private funds, the in- 
terests of the proprietors ought not to be 
He therefore thought it 
would be better for the Post-office to 
endeavour to come to an amicable ar- 


overlooked. 


rangement, in the first instance, with the 
proprietors of railroads; and if that at- 
 2B2 
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tempt failed, then to resort to arbitra- 
tion. 

The Chancellor of the Exc heque r could 
assure the hon. Gentleman and the House, 
that, although it appeared to her Majesty's 
Government to be absolutely necessary 
that they should be vested with these ex- 
traordinary powers, he sincerely hoped 
that they might never be compelled to 
use them. Unless those powers were 
given, the rem: under of the bill would be 
quite unavailing. The measure might 
fail; but it would be well for the railway 
companies to keep in mind, that if it did, 
if they were so unreasonable in their ce- 
mands as to prevent the bags from being 
carried on their railroads, it would be 
quite in the power of that House to im- 
pose such duties upon them as completely 
to counterbalance the additional charge 
to which, by such conduct, they would 
subject the Post-office. 

Mr. Pease believed it to be impossible 
for the Post-office to run separate trains, 
How were they to be supplied with water 
and fuel on the road? How obtain all 
the conveniences which the immense 
establishments of the railroads afforded 
to their own trains? Was it possible for 
any man to require the use of all these 
for carrying on business which unjustly 
invaded the property of the railroad com- 
panies, by paying no compensation for 
their costly works, and demanding their 
constant employment. 

Mr. Easthope, at that late hour of the 
night, would trespass but a very few 
moments on the attention of the House. 
With respect to the conveyance of letters 
and all other traftic, of whatever kind, 
which the Government of the country 
required for the public interest, he felt 
that it shou'ld be secured in the most 
ample degree; but the question was, 
should it be required without reasonable 
and moderate payment for the cost of 
constructing and maintaining the rail- 
ways? The committee were unanimous 
in favour of giving the greatest possible 
security for the steady and punctual per- 
formance of the Post-oftice business; but 
not so in respect to this being done with- 
out any allowance for the cost of the con- 
struction of the railroads. Some Mem- 
bers of the committee objected to the 
sixth resolution as an invasion of the 
rights of property, and they also con- 
sidered it to be impossible for the Post- 
office to run their own engines under a 
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separate management without creating 
great danger and inconvenience to the 
public. The evidence taken by the com- 
mittee amply confirmed this view, whilst 
there was no evidence to support the 
practicability of the Post-office running 
its own a train with safety to the 
public, or the justice of doing so ‘without 
any eee or toll, as a compensation 
for the original construction of the rail- 
road. The adoption of such a principle 
would engender amongst the proprietors 
of railroads the greatest alarm. They 
certainly had the greatest repugnance to 
establish a principle which they deemed 
fraught with danger and inconvenience to 
the public, aud also an invasion of the 
rights of property so monstrous that he 
never could believe it would obtain the 
sanction of that House. 
Leave given. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Friday, June 15, 1838 


Minutes.) Bill. 
of King’s Bench. 

Petitions presented. By Lord CLoncurry, from Mining 
Companies (Ireland), to be exempted from the operation 
of the Poor Relief (Ireland) Bill.— By the Duke of Buc- 
CLEUGH, from Selkirk and Edinburgh, for a reduction of 
Postage.-—By Lord Brov@uam, from several places, for 
the Abolition of Negro Apprenticeship; and from Wm. 
Roberts, for attention to his plan for preserving Dead 
Bod ucs. 


Read a third time:—Vacations ; Sittings 


NeGro APPRENTICESHIP. | Lord 
Brougham said, that he was not about to 
press, during the present Session, the 
second reading of the bill which he had 
introduced for the entire Abolition of the 
system of Negro Apprenticeship in the 
West-India colonies; his reason for that 
determination was this: they were now in 
the middle of June; and he had never in 
his experience found any good result from 
mixing up different questions together, 
and, until the Irish Poor Relief Bill was 
disposed of, he felt it hopeless to attempt 
to arrest their Lordships’ attention to even 
so important a subject as that of negro 
slavery itself. If he were to proceed with 
the bill, probably the first of August 
would arrive before it could be passed. 
His hopes, therefore, for the present were 
unhappily at an end of terminating negro 
apprenticeship by an act of the British 
Legislature this Session. But if nothing 
further should be done this Session, he 
still entertained a hope that Parliament 
would interfere at the earliest period next 
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Session, for the purpose at least of cutting 
off a year or eighteen months from the 
apprenticeship state; if, in the meantime, 
those colonies which had _ legislatures 
should not have taken any steps them- 
selves to do that which, he was always the 
first to admit, if they would wisely, 
fully, and readily do, 
But he was now ‘about to call their Lord- 
ships’ attention to another part of the 
subject ; 
attention of her Majesty’s Government to 
it, for it was in their power to come to 
his assistance, 
was about to propound, 0 
nies which had already emancipated the 
slaves. Antigua, which had 30,000 ne- 


] 
10- 


wn} 
here were ec 


groes ; Montserrat, where there were 
5,000 or 6,000; Nevis, about the same 


number; Bermuda, also about the same 


83,000 negroes: for he ejoiced to say, 
that within the last three 
had received information that a bill had 
passed both Houses of the legislature of 
that colony for terminating ni 
ticeship on the first of next August. Bat 
badoes, next to Jamaica, had the greatest 
number of slaves of all our West-India 
colonies. It had 83,000 negroes, while 
79,000 was the negro population of Bri- 
tish Guiana. The next it nportant island 
was the Mauritius, where there was a popu- 
Jation of ¢ but Barbadoes 

in point of antiquit y, and of the number 
of its resident proprietors, and of the 
respectability of those proprietors, was 
incomparably superior to any other of the | 
islands. It was, however, the negro popu- 
lation which gave an island more or less 
importance with a view to the present 
question, and on that point Barbadoes 
came next to Jamaica. Well, in those 
legislative colonies, Antigua, Montserrat, 
Nevis, Bermuda, and Barbadoes, the negro 
apprenticeship system was abolished ; and 
it was his hope and trust that the most 
important island of all, Jamaica, would 
follow the same noble and wise example. 
Already the act of abolition would eman- 
cipate, on the Ist of August, 43,000 
slaves in Jamaica. Already there had 
been children emancipated to the amount 
of 36,000, and including the variety of 
manumissions by many proprietors, after 
the noble example set them by the late 
Governor of Jamaica, his noble Friend 
(the Marquess of Sligo) then near him, he 
would venture to say, that the whole 


oro ap} ren- 
i 


2 ,V00 negroes, 





and accomplish what he | 


r| their 


ch ere | 
would be better. | 


and he particularly implored the 
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fa 
: 
| 
| 


number that would | d would 


> emane ipate 


not amount to less, on the Ist of August, 
ah 100,000 in Jamaica alone, maki 
altogether 241,000. Thus, more than on 
third of the whole of the negro populati 
in the colonies would on the Ist of Augu 
be emancipated without th interferences 
of Parliament, and without the further 
interfere! of the colonia Siatt 5 
No he trusted that Jamaica id follow 
t b o} exampl that had | n five 
by the other lecislative colonies Bu 


there were colonies which, however well 


] ] 
disposed, and however much circum- 
stances might make it necessary even for 


ifety that they should follow that 


example, were yet unable to doso. Now, 
the more the colonies were which set theis 
negroes free, the more perilous would be 


| the situation of those colonies which did 
number; and Barbadoes, where there were ! 


or four d LYS he 


| 
| 
} 
| 
: 
i 
| 
| 
} 
} 








not follow that example, and the more 
ld be their risk and jeopardy of ruin, 
In what situation, then, would those colo- 
oil ae an ee ices 
nies | plac ea which Ce 


would, em ncipate 


uld not, if they 
hands by law were tied up; whose consti- 
tution and very form of government would 


not suffer them if they would, to follow 


the wise and generous example set them 
by other colonies ? He alluded t the 
Crown colonies. In Guiana there were 
79,000 negroes; in Trinidad there were 
10.000 or 40,000; in the Mauritius there 
! were 62,000; all of which colonies were 


impotent to redeem themselves, how noble 
soever their resolves be; how prudent 
their wishes might be; or how urgent the 
necessity of their affairs and circum. 
stances might be, for following the exam- 
ple of Antigua and Barbadoes. But the 
Crown, by an order in council, might do 
it for them, either by at once 
pating the appren itices, OF by rivine the 
a power the 
pate them. Wherefore it was, that he en- 
treated the attention of her Majesty’s 
Government to the observations he was at 
which he intended 


1 1 
} 


emancli- 


colonists mselves to emancl- 


present making, and 


merely for the purpose of reminding them 
of the position in which the attairs of those 
colonies now were. 

Bill withdrawn. 

Titue Meretinocs (Iretanp).}] The 


Earl of Glengall was desirous of calling 
the attention of her 

ment to certain notices which had been 
civen of large assemblies of the people in 
the south of Ireland being about to take 


Maye sty's Govern- 
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place on the subject of tithes. He espe-| 
cially alluded to the announcement of a| 
great tithe meeting that would take| 
place on the 25th of this month, in the 
county of ‘Tipperary; and also to another 
meeting of a similar description which 
was advertised to be held in Cijon- 
curry, in the same county, in the course | 
of this present month. These meetings | 
were nominally said to be for the pur- 
pose of petitioning Parliament for the 
total abolition of tithes; but they really 
partook of a very peculiar character. | 
Immense numbers of the lowest orders of 
the people assembled from all parts of the 
county to the extent of 20,000 or 30,000. | 
The meetings were not called by any par- 
ticular authority or body of persons. 
They were not convened by the high 
sheriff, the lord-lieutenant of the county, 
or by the gentry, occupiers, and free- 
holders, of the county; but the method 
was to send notices about to various | 
places, and placarding them on chapel 
doors, on road posts, and distributing 
them at markets and fairs, announcing 
that such a meeting would be held, and | 
the people of the county were ordered to 
attend. The consequence was, that a 
vast number did attend and created great 
alarm, and much terror was excited in the 
minds of the respectable gentry, the Pro- 
testant clergy, and decent families of the 
county. It was notorious, that the peti-| 
tioning Parliament for the abolition of| 
tithes was not the only reason for gather- | 
ing the people together in such vast 
numbers; but that the meetings were held | 
for the purpose of intimidation in regard | 
to the letting of land, and for other pur- 
poses peculiar to the views of the people 
in that part of the country. About seven 
or eight years ago, large meetings of | 
people took place in the south of Ireland, | 
especially in Tipperary. At that time, he | 
was himself in that part of the country, 
and he remembered that the magistrates | 
received directions from the Government 
to disperse those illegal meetings; and, 
on two occasions, those meetings were 
dispersed. There had also been very 
great meetings in the county of Water- 
ford, and where a very serious affray had | 
occurred attended with loss of life. If 
the Government allowed these meetings 
to be held for the purposes of intimida- 
tion, now that the tithes were collected by 
means of Exchequer processes, their Lord- 
ships might depend upon it that the same 
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description of affrays would repeatedly 
take place as had occurred at Waterford, 
He, therefore, bezged leave to ask, whe- 
ther her Majesty’s Government had re- 


| ceived any intellizence as to the intention 


of these great assemblies being about to 
take place on the subject of tithes in Ire- 
land, and whether any means would be 
taken to preserve the peace ? 

The Earl of Mulgrave observed, that 
the subject to which the noble Earl had 
called their Lordships’ attention was one 
of great importance. All great meetings 


of the people required vigilance on the 


part of the Executive Government; but 
he thought, that when the noble Earl 
alluded to these meetings, he rather 
assumed more than the fact would bear 


‘out. The noble Earl stated, that the 
) people nominally met for the purpose of 


petitioning Parliament for the abolition of 
tithes. He knew nothing about what they 
might meet nominally for, and he very 
much doubted, whether the noble Earl 
had any authority for saying, that they had 


‘any ulterior object, such as influencing 


the letting of lands. He, at least, doubted 
it. {t might be so: but he did not think 
they had any such object. The noble 
Earl had asked what course her Majesty's 
Government intended to take. Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government certainly meant to 
watch those meetings, but he knew of no 
authority which the Government had to 
interfere with the meetings of the people, 
provided those meetings were for a legal 
purpose. They all knew, that public 
meetings sometimes took place in England 
which were not very regularly convened. 
There had been great meetings of that kind, 
and very active ones, on the subject of the 
new poor-laws. Some inconvenience, 
perhaps, occasionally arose from such 
meetings; but as long as the people lived 
under the British Constitution, he was not 
aware of any power to prevent such meet- 
ings, however convened, provided they 
were for legal purposes. The noble Earl 
stated, that serious affrays had taken place 
in Waterford. Now, he believed, that the 
meeting at Kilmacthomas took place sub- 
sequently to the affray which happened in 
the county of Waterford. However, he 
had no such apprehension as the noble 
Earl entertained with regard to the con- 
sequences of these meetings. He cer- 


tainly regretted that there should be occa- 
sion for any public meetings upon the 
question of tithes; and he believed, that 
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they had not been so Irequent since he | nant and a magistrate, tha i,xcelleney 
had been in office as they were formerly, | felt it to be his painfal to request 
and that all which had been assembled iat tl nan f Sir] Nagie m cht be 
had passed off quite peacefully Li had | removed from the list of the deputy-lieu- 
the fullest confidence that those meet S| te s of unty of Westmeath \ 
which were about to take place of the sam | that t , the present Lord Chancellor ot 
description, however numerously attende | | lL was | 1 Chancellor. What } 
would pass over without any tu It. | ied to | “ is, why the ] 1 Chan- 
This he could assure the noble Earl, on} cellor who dismissed Sir Richard Nagle 
the part of her Majesty’s Government, | in | 2 was | stati him at present 
that if it should be found that those meet- | T ‘ould be no . xcept, per- 
ings were held, not for the purpose f | s, the accidental ¢ sf that he 
petitioning Parliament upon the su | was \lember { 7 His nobl 
on which th V profe SSé d to meet, bu { I j | Pp ssed him to n e for ft 
the purposes of intimidation, every pt iction of t ument i ited 
measure of pree 1ution would be adopte e causes of the f{ dismissal of Sir 
The Earl of Wicklow had always u | ] Nagle. 
stood that large meetings held in the open} Viscount M ( d, that 
air, causing alarm and intimidation t| ( mect- 
respectable persons, and convened by th - ) s called in a 
of whom nobody knew anythin ( tut mant ic tu- 
an illegal character. He would take this} t B was a ier 
opportunity ot lud O ( 1 pay | desi tings, such as the meet 
which had been moved r by his t 1832, wl f 1 wel 
lriend, the lord-lieutenant for the « 1} ited t ( sition to 
of Westmeath a yt time lection of tithes " r pre- 
most important document for w his | sidin® at leet s that Sir Richard 
noble Friend moved fad 1 | nd ¢ rt ity heut nts w 
duced. The papers n | for v coples ved from th offices They wet 
of the correspondence which took pla remo because they had presided at 
b tween his noble Ky nd the \j rqu meetings f ) t of W ( sf create 
of Westmeath) and the Government, ict O to tl collection of 
also between him and the Lord Ch VW her, however, exclusion 
cellor, upon the subject of the dismissal | t be permanent was a question on 
of Sir Richard Nagle from the deputy | ff xist. Govern- 
lieutenancy and magistracy of the county} ment did not think that t to be so: 
of Westmeath. In one of t pap und af it | thought 
which had been wnted, \ippeared t I em to t situations 
the Government of that day held 1 ht id former! to tl 
ditterent 0} nion \ rerard to t ty cl 1 they id form \ in= 
of these meetings from what was ent t country. 
tained by the noble Earl opposite. Lord | i Karl of ¢ t tl 
Anglesey was, at that time, at the | seven or eight vears uch meet 
of the Irish Government. | ippeat Ines thos Oo whicl had alluded 
that Sir Richard Nagle had pr t dispersed, becauss vy had b 
one of these meetings, and having been] cor dirt larly use tl 
called upon by the Government to give an existed requisition stating t objects 
explanation of his conduct he did so, but | of the meeting With respect to the 
that explanation was deemed unsatis- | second m r, which had taken place in 
factory, and the Under-Secr tary for Ire- | Waterford, be knew that it was not as- 
land wrote to his noble Friend on the sub-| sembled until two days the tithe 
ject, to the effect that his Excellency had iffray; but he thought nothing ild be 
directed him to transmit to his Lordship} so dangerous as that a large meeting, 
a copy of Sir R. Nagle’s letter, in which | where the people were informed how they 
his Excellency could not discover a iusti- | were to obstruct the law, should be held 
fication of the line of conduct which | 1 a few miles of so melancholy an 
had pursued, and which appeared to his nee Indeed, on the very day 
Excellency to be so directly at varian that meeting, another aflray took 
with the first duty of a deputy-lieute- | pli ind the sub-sheriff was obliged to 
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give up the distrained cattle, lest loss of | 


life should take place. 
The Earl of Mulgrave said, that Sir It. 


ing resistance to the payment of tithe, but 
he had since then p aid his tithe. 

Lord Fitzge wld and Vescy felt it to be 
impossible to allow the language of the 
noble Earl at the he ad of t 


vernment to px SULUO 


ee | } , } 
expressed by that noble Earl had been 


uttered by a lezal authority, it would hays 

been unbecoming in him to doubt its vali- 
dity ; but he must say, that it was with 
surprise and regret, that he had heard the ; 


noble Earl state, that such meetings as| 
had been alluded to that night were | oral, 
He had alwavs understood that any meet- 


ing, however convened, or whatever might | 


be its professed object, was ill gal, it it 
' 
4 


was composed of such a vast number of 
a nd ) 4 ’ 
persons as to inspire intimidation, Ee 
was sorry to hear the noble Earl state, | 
that so long as he lived under the Britis 
constitt tion he deemed such meetings 
lezal, In the 
meeting had taken plac: 


county of Waterford a'| 


resolutions avainst tith< Ss, and 1 pwards { f 
D ),000 persons had attende Ut. Ih 
solutions that were passed were for tl! 
total abolition of tithes, and the lancuag 
held at the meeting, as well as that in 
which the resolutions were framed, though 
not recommending a direct and open vio- 
lation of the laws, was strongly calculates 
to produce it and endan 


1} 1 


© el 1] 
Cl Lie puoiiec 
peace, He would ask the 


noble Earl 


] ] ] } + ! eee . 
whether he did not deem a meeting so 


y 
| 


*) ne t} her ‘ nmi 
numerous 3 this where a number ol 
} + _ } . ¢ 
persons almost as large as the population 
of the whole county were assembled tove- 
1 1 1 
ther, to be attended with considerable 


danger, even if the deliberate resolution 


of the meeting had been, to exercise only 
the rights to which th wel 

entitled unde the British constitution 

But, on the contrary, it wi 1 ab of 
the privileges of the « to meet 
in such numbers 1 f uch pury 

He would, theref acvain ask the nobl 

Lord whether he did not feel, that th 
peace and security of any county, wh 


\ 
t p | ) ve VY ? lid 
even strong pr litical excitement did not 


} } iy y , } ’ 
exist, and, therefore, more especially of | 
7 1 > 1 ' 
Ireland, would be endangered by such; 


numerous meetings as those which had | 
been he ld in the 
and Wexford within the space of the last | 


five weeks? In Wexford he had heard | 


counties of Waterford | 


!anumber o 
Nagle had been disinissed fore ounts nanc- | 


| to pronounc 


i noble Earl would 


{DS} ( Treland ). ioe 


that a similar mecting had taken place, 
at which they boasted of having so large 
f f people assembled. He did 
not cali on noble Lords opposite, nor did 
he think it right to call on the noble Earl, 
e on these meetings before 
they were held, as to their legality, but his 
noble Friend (Lord Glengall) must feel 
what encouragement they would receive 
when the noble Earl, the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, who, although he was here at 
present, was 
of that country, stated, such meetings to 
D¢ | ral, and h W de¢ ply responsible the 
noble Earl himself would be for the con- 
sequences of such an opinion, Such lan- 
cuage as that which had been used by the 

go forth to the world, 


not guarded, as he had intended it should 


be, but in its worst form, amongst those 


still re sponsible for the peace 


who were prepared to misrepresent and 
misuse it, and would be considered as 
language of encouragement. That such 
expressed by the 
Lord-lieutenant of Ireland, and conveyed 
to such a country as that which the noble 
Earl himself had described Ireland to be, 
would, he thought, produce a bad influence, 
ind not tend to preserve the peace and 
nquillity of the country. 

he Earl of Mulgrave thought it im- 
possible for any one to have co mplained 
of what he said; for he was quite sure, 
that no person could have guarded himself 
more carefully in the observations which 
question 

put to him by the noble 
Lord opposit In reply to that question, 
as to the legalitv of those meetings, he 
had stated, that where the y were for | gal 
purposes, he did not think they were illegal 
on account of the number of persons who 
attended them. Those numbers might be 
produced by the general feeling on the 
1 
| 


sentiments should be 


he had made, in reply to “08 


l 
which had bec n 


subject, and whilst meetings were confined 
to the legal purposes which were their 


roundwork, and intimidation was not 
resorted to in any shape, he must say, 
that he considered them legal. The con- 
cluding words were, that all meetings of 
this kind required the 
executive 


attention of the 
Government, and that special 
are d be taken for the Government 
to interfere if the object of the meetings 
assumed any shape of intimidation. 

Lord Lvtzygerald and Vesey said, that 
although the noble Earl who had just 
spoken had considered the numbers of a 
meeting not to constitute illegality, yet he 
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would state, and he believed it to be cor- | taking measures to disperse it. He would, 
rect, that the law of this country w iS, that} therefore, put it to the noble Baron, 
that when such a number of persons were | whether such a meeting was not illegal ? 
assembled together — age int If it was in such numbers as to excite terro1 
midation, such a meeti was | in the neighbourhood, he wanted know 
Now, he would ask, ai a 1 meeting} whether the magistrates uld 1 have 
of 50,000 persons would not likely | been justified in ord r it to be dispersed, 
produce that effect 4 wid if so, whether it was not ill al ? He 
Lord Holland 5 iid, th it ul nun S to t lestion whi } h 1d be n 
of meeting might be brought as on bv t Lord n him (Lord 
proof of its illegality, bat th must be} Gleneall { Lord opposite 
also some other grounds; for it was ari Lord Mulgray | le Lord had 
of the people of this country to t} asked whether meas | been adopted 
ovether, and discuss ny ubject, the] to put an end to t ~ meetings in Ire- 
object of which was legal in itself; and if} | d, which, it appeared, had very recently 
that argument were allowed, it mattered not | created terror. Now, the answer which the 
as to the legality of the meeting, whether le Earl had made to this question was 
only 10, 100,or 1,000 persons were present, | th such m nes enot! Te |, but that 
The noble Lord (Fitzgerald) had, in the} they micht be so, and, therefore, 
course of his remarks, made use of very} Government was attending to them, with 
grave, solemn, and sad words, but had n 1 | ik view to put an end to them | to pre- 
pointed out any remedy to meet the evils} vent them ing any illegal act 
of which he complained. Did the noble} 1 I | who said that such meet- 
Lord imagine that any violent interference} ings not ul, incurred a very 
could be made with respect to such n seri r nsibility for their conse- 
Ings merely on account of the numbers} q nd he believed sucl ypinion 
who attended them? Before that could} was not very consistent with the character 
be done, it must be stated, that t and practice of them. Th hs Z 
numbers had been brought together for} ments as t hould come from so great 
the purposes of intimidati n, and be prov d | » author th le Karl, he rerretted 
that such intimidation was really m nt, } very m for he considered them as 
If the law which the noble Lord had lai lan L he ist say, that he cons 
down—though in a manner far from bei ceived t ble Earl andthe noble Baron 
as distinct as it was emph itic—-were cor- | l st, had not ta 1ayust 
rect, it came to this, that under the British I vi ot t case, when they stated that 
constitution meetings of the people were | meetin: h numbers were not illegal, 
not legal; but that they must be author- | nd that the magistrates w not justified 
ised nebichaed by some power ol the | in taking measures to disperse them. 
State. Now, he held, that meetings of} Lord Brougham was ext ly loth to 
the people were as completely constitu-| be dragged into the discussion of an 
tional as their Lordships’ seats in that} abstract question as to it was Or was 
House; and he must say, that when they] not legal, and greatly lamented the ques- 
Were represented to be illegal, there ought | t yn which had been put by the noble Earl 
to be stated more definitely what circum. | ppos 1s made it alme nevitable 
stances constituted their illegality. In his} to r into the mat I question 
judgment, they could not be illegal on} which 1 been put to his noble Friend 
account of numbers, but only in conse-| led in t to this from a great 
quence of the designs, or actions, or words} num pe s attending a meeting, 
of the persons who attended them. su n ng was il ral. He, 
The Duke of Wellington said, 8 , would state, although | iter= 
various opinions had been given on the} tai it reluctance to go into th 
legality of these meetings, he would \ sith subj it he did t admit it to b 
ture to state what he had heard fall f | unde las law of this country, that 
several great law authorities on the su b. | the bare accident, as it might be, of there 
ject. He deemed that the numbers of a} being a numerous meeting, would alone 
meeting, that is to say, such an assembly | constitute it an illegal one ut, wishing 
of persons as would create terror in the | to avoid this particular question, on which 
minds of people living in the neighbour-} there was no decision of any court law, 
hood, would justify the magistrates in | although there were many dicta of judges 
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both ways, but more of the one than the] Riot Act. The question of legality mu 
other, he would admit, that such ¢ | depend on all the circumstances ; numbe: 
| 


mense meeting as one of 200,000 persons 
on Salisbury plain would be illeval, though {alone was not suflicient to c 
he thought it only illezal, because it micht 


be presumed, that so large a number must | The E: rlengall said, that his rea 
I g | 


was one, and a very material one, but that 


have assembled together with some illegal | son for asking the questions of the nobl 
intention. He thought there fore, with! Earl was this :—About seven or eiht 
the noble Lord, the C ; le | years aco a large meetin: 


- 
1 


was held on th 
Duchy of Lancast r. thi eougnt be | subiect of tithes in the barony of Clan 


other circumstances to pr a meeting an} william, but dispersed by order of th 
illegal one, besides the bare accident of| vistrates; and five days afterwards the 
numbers. About one thing, however, they | rev. M | the clergyman of th 
must be all agreed—that if these meetings | parish, was murdered. In consequenc: 
were strictly legal, they were deeply to be | of th ransaction, the Government of 
deplored. About that there could be no| Ireland sent ders » tf stipendiary 
d ubt, because, if tl Dye I nl ¢ tC} magistrates directed a larg body ol 
troops to assist an protect them, because 
sion of particul ir maiters, t emoie § r it id, on I ne macistrates, 
creat a number as . ) vhen only | he col ered necessary to go from 
2.000 or 3,0 could hear, must | ry | irv to ric! ter to dispers 
much deprecatec Ifa nu of 10} the n ino. yW ie returns to the 
or 5,000 persor ere met toget wit ‘ourt of Exch of the writs that had 
out any 

being pa 

Ineetine 

most candi 

was easily 
whelming 

might then become 
was always ext: 
anything 
100.000 persons to 

point, where it was impossible tl 
than a small fraction could atte 
due deliberation of s which might | illegal on account of their numbers; 


to el 


The Earl of Wulgrave n 


nd tothe! that he did not consider 


in themselves be lawful, rightful, and yj } that the Government of Ireland must b 

and very necessary to be discussed Chis} the yu yf the circumstances, and would 

opinion he had stated or ormer occa- | watch tl so as tointerfere when neces- 

sion, that numbers d ( | 

unless when some illegal in 101 Subj 

proved, for none Vv ; 

himself absolutely vive the greates Oatus Vatipiry Biriu.| Lord De 

freedom to the Opie that was isisten man, on moving that the report of th 

with the peace and security of the country. | Oath’s Validity Bil 
The Earl of Wicklow must observe with | the 

regard to such meetings- 1a it were | the numerous attendance of their Lord 

stated before a magistrate by any person} ships, which proved, that the object ot 


on oath, that any particular meeti 


be received, expressed 


1] 
eratification which he felt at seein 


ne was | this bill, though it had hitherto attracted 
likely to be dangerous, it was the duty of | little attention, was at length deemed to 
the magistrate to take measures in order | be important, as it really was. This ay 
to prevent it. | peared to him to be a subject of conside: 
Lord Brougham said, that if such alaw/able delicacy, and one which he was 
were held out, it would be attended with | anxious to abstain from stirring at all, if 
most dangerous consequences, because any | he had not felt the absolute necessity « 
man might go and swear before a magis- | doing something in the matter. The bil 
trate, that he believed any particular meet- | consisted of two parts; and, with regard 
ing would be attended with danger, andj to the first, though he felt, that it was 
might justify the magistrate in reading the | founded on a principle whick was correct, 


hin 
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yet he should not think any in 
his a sufficient reason for m 
conformable to it if it were 
public inconvenience resulted 
existing state of things. 
Lordships’ permission h¢ 

that inconvenience was, and | 
to light. A very distinguished 
the Presbyterian Church 
lessa person than Dr, ¢ 

the Synod of Ulster—was 
called as a witness into court. 
to the opinion of Chief Baron. 
decease they had lately to la 
byterian could only | e 

the usual mode of 

and that, otherwis 

receivable in a 

courtesy, howev: 

Baron received 

sworn, not in th 

uplifted hands, accordl 

of the Pri sbyteriat 

reserved ne cas 

twelve judges, and 

turn in theis i aperbers the 

Baron they decide: 

founded, and decla 

byterian came to swe 

in which he could 

Own conscience, he 

to de pose to any fact it 

Their L ordships, no doul 
surprise at this decision, 
presume to give an opi 

it were correct or 

—and he referred 
every English lawy 

the assertion—that 

swearing of a Presb: 

hands in many cas 

country, and tn that 

had oni ~ n stated 

to be the acknowledged an \ 

the and “he an explanation coul 
given of this decision of the ju Bes in 
land in almost a word. An Act 

ment was passed in 1783 for the protectior 
of Presbyterian witnesses in Ireland, 
which they were permitted t 
according to their own form, 

brought with them a certificate 
belonged to that denomination for twel 
months. It was singular that that 
which was passed for the benefit of 


Presbyterians, who had been previously 


excluded from giving evidence altogether 
was converted on the occasion to which 
he alluded into an instrument for exclud- 


n where 

ned 

ieast oree the principle of the 
1 law oug! 


principl » ( 


. rina 
{ coraing 
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binding on his conscience were good, 

followed, that the second clause was 
equally fit and necessary to be introduced 
as part of the enactments of the country; 

for if it was not fit to impose on a witness an 
oath in a different form from that in which 
he conscientiously believed, it followed as 
a corollary that, if a witness believed it 
right, that no oath at all should be taken, 
his affirmation ought to be received. The 
imposition of an oath on person who 
thought it improper to take an oath was, 
he ventured to consider, unjust, 
great a profanation as was the imposition of 
the oath of a Christian on one who did not | 
hold the Christian faith in the case tried 
by Lord Hardwicke. But in the present 
instance he should not certainly have in- 
troduced any legislative enactment if he | 
were not practically as well as abstract- 
edly borne out by the inconvenience and 
injustice of the present law. He held in his | 


hand a petition from certain inhabitants | 
{had been 
} magistrate, 


who though not Quakers, 
Moravians, or Separatists, thought oaths 
opposed to their duties as 
and who were liable to suffer and in som¢ 
cases had suffered, 
account of their conscientious 
When the Act for exempting Quakers 
from the necessity of taking an oath 
was passed, it was ridiculed by Swift 
as one of those fancies of extravagant 
liberals which could not last long, and | 
which must soon die a natural death, and | 
never be renewed. But so far 
prediction proving true, the first conces- 
sion to the Quakers was quickly extended | 
so far as to allow them to become jury- 
men in criminal cases; and he believed | 
that of all the laws which had ever passed, 
not one could be named which had pro- 
duced more satisfactory results, 
was so perfectly free from any objection 
arising out of the principle of the law of | 
England. That principle was, let the | 
truth come forth, let it come forth in the 
mode which was most satisfactory and 
convincing, because the most binding on 
the conscience of the party called on to 
state it; and he appealed to every noble 
Lord at all conversant with the adminis- 
tration of justice to say whether the affir- 
mation of those who belonged to the 
Society of Friends was not at least as 
solemn, satisfactory, and convincing, as to 
the bond fide character of the witness, and 
as to the truth of his statement, as the 
most solemn oath which could be imposed 


of London, 
christians, 


severe hardships on 
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and as } 


} 
| 
} 
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on a person professing any other form of 
religion whatever. Not only Quakers but 
Moravians and Separatists had 
nothing to do but come forward and say, 
*T am a Moravian,” or, I am a Sepa- 
ratist,” and they must be admitted on 
their affirmation, without any oath what- 
ever, and without any power to inquire 
into the particulars of their faith, except 
merely the question on their appearance 
whether the y belonged to these re lig g1on- 
ists. The gentlemen who signed this 
petition did not belong to either of these 

denominations to which he had referred ; 

and who were these gentlemen? The Gret 
name on the list was one which to men- 
tion was to honour not only on account 
of the character of the gentleman who 
bore it, but from his near connection to 
one wlsten he should ever think of with 
affection and veneration. He alluded to 
Mr. Wedgewood (so we understood), the 
son in law of Sir James Mackintosh, who 
ippointed to the office of 
but who, though not in very 
affluent circumstances, declined such an 


now 


| offer, because he had a conscientious objec- 


scruples. 


| other 


from this | 


| 
| 
} 


or which | 





tion to taking an oath. The second was 
that of Mr. Scott, M. A., and several 
persons from Plumstead. No later 
ago than the last Liverpool assizes a 
person who had retired from the Society 
of Friends was robbed and ill-used. A 
long examination took place, his learned 
| brother being most anxious that this per- 
son should be brought within the opera- 
tion of the act relating to Quakers, and 
he accordingly received his evidence, but 
reserved the case for the decision of the 
\judges. The judges decided against the 
admissibility of the evidence, and most 
correctly, as a reference to the statutes 
would prove; and this supplied a second 
case where a person guilty of a heinous 
| offence escaped the punis shment due to it 
| because the affirmation of a witness could 
not be received, though on every principle 
of common sense this person was entitled 
to exactly the same protection as that 
which he enjoyed before he retired from 
the Society of Friends. That was not a 
solitary case. On the western circuit he 
had several applications to know whether 
persons professing certain religious opi- 
nions were bound to attend. In the course 
of last year some person in the employ of 
the Board of Ordnance thought proper to 
resist being sworn with the usual formali- 
ties of administering an oath, and there 
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were great fears that a had 
been indicted for stores 
would be acquitted for want of the neces- 
sary evidence on that account. He thought 
he had said enough to show, that 
stantly occurred that persons entitled to 
the highest credit and respect, and in 
cases where there were accompanyin 12 Cir- 
cumstances to prove that they were the 


person who 
stealing some 


1t con- 


very best witnesses that could be produced | 
y I 


dis squat lified 


ious 


before court and jury, were 
on account of their relig 
Should such a witness as Mr. Wedgewood 


come before him, he should find it very 


difficult to abstain from sending him to} i 


prison for contempt of court, 
Quakers were formerly 
aitached in their lands and 
the measure for their relief was 
duced. He begged to 


just as th 
} 


voods be fore 


thei 
| 


put It to 


ordships whether he had not made out | 
Lordshiy hetk he had t t 


an exactly similar case for alleviating a 
severe grievance on such persons as the 
present petitioners, and for no longer 
excluding valuable testimony on the 
ground of religious opinions? The right 
rey. prelate (the Bishop of Exeter) had 
proposed a registration of the different 
sects entitled to this indulgence; but 
thought such an enactment would 


answer its purpose—that of guarding | 


against fraud. 

The Earl of 
whatever to the first part of 
if he understood 


was, that in all courts of justice, and in| 
| principle. The word ‘cons 


all cases where oaths were now admi- 
nistered, 
from taking an oath if th 
they had a conscientious objection to 
taking it. This would, in 
abolish oaths altogether, and would be 
greatly prejudicial to the interests of jus- 
tice. The noble and learned lord had not 
made out a case for any such extensive 
alteration in the law. If there were any 


Vv declared that 


religious class who on religious rounds | 
objected to taking an oath, he would not | 


object to a bill for their relief; but he 
must say that he had the strongest objec- 
tion to the total abolition of oaths. 
Neither the Members of the Church of 
England, or of that of Scotland, nor the 
toman Catholics, had objected to the 
taking of oaths, that he had ever heard, 
nor had petitioned for their abolition. He 
had been a Member of a committee which 
sat to consider the subject of the admi- 
nistration of oaths, and he had concurred 





sc ruple S.} 


imprisoned or | w 


intro- 





he | 
not | 


Wicklow had no ob) ction |} 
the bill; but | 
the second clause, it | 


all persons should be excused | 
eftect, be to 


i that he 
| p rsons 





{JuNE 15! 


in. the opinion that it would » Wise to 
not to 

had 
seen the intended to be 
moved by the right rev prelate (the 
sishop of Exeter), and though he thought 
it would be an improvement on the bill as 


it now ste bee: vet he il L hink it went 


abolish oaths in many cases, 
in every 


amendment 


ibolish them instance. 


id listened with 
ible, luminous, 
; bi in | I arne d 
| | he 
heulty 
the 
individuals 
stated. The 
{ Exeter) 

1, answer 
earned 

Ore 

view 


pro ifessed, to ha > Wh 


‘ » more 
effectually than those had intro- 
duced into his bill. The declaration pro- 
posed by the noble and learned Lord was, 
«JT, A.B., do solemnly and sincerely de- 
clare that I have conscientious objections 
to taking an oath.” Now his objection to 
this form was, not that relief was afforded 
to persons in the situation contemplated 
by the bill, but be the declaration in 
fact avoided th cion at all. 
The ground on which he founded his de- 
claration was that of religion alone, and 
claratic proposed 

Was 


which he 
|. 
I 


cause 
» mention of reli 


LO In- 
enti ely on that 
ientious ’ 
the form proposed by 
the noble and learned Lord, but 
to the strict meaning of that word the real 
rround ot objection would not be met. 
He would co further, and he would say 

belt that there many 
who, if the proposed form were 
would object to taking any oath 
whether he was 
not himself one of those who upon con- 
scientious principles would object to take 
should feel those objections 
oath were required 
by law, understood that the 
real ground upon which the oath was re- 
quired was, that the law of the land made 
it nece eerily and therefore it was a part of 
the articles of the Church to which he 
und to subscribe, that it should be 
taken. But if this bill should pass into a 
law, he would declare House that, 
entertaining the feelings which he did, he 


in which he 
founded 


the di 
troduct 


i 


was used in 


according 


ved were 
ad 
adopt 


at all, and he was not sure 


an oath. HH 
unless the 


use he 


even now, 


beea 


was b 


to the 





PE a ECES NER OAS) LE PBS OTT EU LP ay Pt 


a a NES 


763 Oaths Validity Bill. 


should haye no hesitation in saying, that 
he felt a conscientious objection to re- 


ceiving any oath, and under its provisions 


he should decline again to place himself 


under such an obligation. Now the 
words which he intended to propose to 
the House as proper to be troduced in 
lieu of those chosen by tl! 
learned Lord, would, he thought, only 
give effect to the cont mplated Pp) Vision 
of the statute. 
the words now in the bill should be omitted 
and that this form of declaration should 
be introduced in their stead—‘! EAs Bs 
do solemnly and sincerely declare, that I 
believe in my conscience tl 
of any oath is contrary to the law of God,” 


His propositi yn was, that 


that the taking 

and this, he conte nded, at the same time 
} 1 , 1 , 

that it relieved all those ciasses alluded to 
ly] 


bv the noble and learned Lord, would not, 
| 1 


{LORDS} 


| 
} 
| 
| 


noble and } 


| permitted to pass into a law. 
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tion to the first clause in this bill; but he 
must confess that there were enactments 
in the clause which was now under con- 
sideration which he thought should not be 
He had not 
the smallest objection to give relief to 
those persons who had been mentioned 


by the noble and learned Lord opposite, 


land more especially those who had been 
{members of the Society of Friends, and 


who, although not actually belonging to 


| that society, yet had religious and con- 


scientious scruples against taking oaths. 


» 


As to the other classes of persons, there 


} ; ee ‘ = i 
mizht be some difficulty in affording them 


relief; but he thought that as to those to 


] 


!whom he had alluded no difficulty could 


irises The point of the greatest import- 


ance, however, and that which suggested 


‘the most serious doubts to his mind, was 


in the least degree, endangcr the safety | 


of the Church « f Enel und. He wa ready 
and willing to g 

whose case had been so eloquently 
by the noble and learned Lord, and it was 
with this view that he proposed his amend- 
ment; but he must say, that he thought 
that where a proper mode of proceeding 
might be adopted it would be better at 
once to take that course, without allowing 
any loop-hole by which any parties might 
escape. He thought, that the mere affir- 
mation was in many cases useless, and he 
might safely avow, that when he made an 
assertion he was more cautious more care- 
ful, and more frank even than when he 
was stating a thing 
The effe ks however, of 


proposed to be adopted 


ive relief to those persons 


stated 


an affirmation. 
the declaration 
was even more extensive than was con- 


templated ; and, independently of the 


evils which might be produced 
taken 1 cases before courts of justice, a 
mischite 


by all the se 


by its being 
n 
f would be produced 
qualifications being 
vith which Parliament had thought it ne 

Protestant 


would be 


oaths and 


cessary and fit to protect the 
re ligion : that this was rue 
«ubund intly shown by the case 
lic. He would in the event of this Bill 
decline, and 
ientiously 
decline, to receive, an oath. It was with 


ee 
of a Catho- 


becoming the law, be able to 
as he believed, he must con: 


the view, then, of affording assistance in 
these cases, that he now addressed their 
Lordships, and that he now proposed the 
amendment to which he had already 
alluded. 

The Duke of Wellington had no objec- 


] 


the saying, that the administration of jus- 
tice in this country generally should be 


' carried on without the sanction of the ad- 


|} ministration of an 





under the sanction of 


oath; and the first 
clause in the bill afforded the strongest 
cround for insisting on continuing to have 
the strongest possible affirmation that 
could be made by persons called upon to 
give evidence in suchcases. The amend- 
ment of the right rev. Prelate would, he 
thought, in some degree diminish the 
evils, and would afford some sort of test 
that the person presenting himself had 
really conscientious objections to the taking 
of an oath; but, at the same time, the 
proposition of the noble and learned Lord 
was, he thought, extremely open to ob- 
jection on the ground of the variety of 


| frauds which might be practised under it. 


On this ground, therefore, in the present 


| stage of the proceedings, he should vote 


| for the amendment which had been intro- 
;duced by the right rev. prelate; but he 


r€ moved | 


lof the bill. He 


only witha view to the 
amendment of the bill in this respect, for 
he was not sure that he should not here- 
after be of opinion that it would be better 
to strike out the whole of the latter part 
declared his desire to 


could do so 


| support the first part of the bill and the 
{amendment of the right rev. Prelate, if he 





should persist in pressing iton the House; 
but, at the same time, to vote against the 
clause, or even the bill altogether, if the 
objectionable provision were persisted in. 
The Duke of Richmond, having been 
chairman of a committee which got rid of 
500,000 useless oaths in the course of 
1 year, trusted that the House would al- 
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low him to say a few words. 
of Opinio » that there were 
oaths now taken which 
with. He wa 

° 1 
might very property 
in the number of oat! 
time, It was 
those which 
still more s 
however, he 
this bill, for 

7 1 
which was 
general in its provi 
but point out to the 
pass, the disabilit 
in fact removed, 
had already frequent 
them this boon, and 
religious persuasi 
ease obtain 
which they c 
quite sure 
Lord had no idea 
means of a si 
he must say, 

111 Et: Y 

would be the eff 
bill. Another qu 
greater importance, re 


the general interes 


ts 

people of this country. Woul 
equally well administered uader tl 
system ? He was most anxious, he repea 
ed, to get rid of oaths wherever 

able, but he did not think 

found impracticable to di 
sure by means of whi h tl 


d, and by mean 


hy 
; 


pressed. 


The Bisho} 
support the ¢ 
the nob 
the great W 


and 


many persons to | 

who were so unenligh 
pulous about taking a fals h, but who, 
on the contrary, would entertain no scrup! 


al a. Th. 7m 
about making a Talis ve 


ration, he shoul 
be unwilling to allow this bill to pass. The 


object which was had in view, when oath 
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understood that the noble and learned Lord 
agreed in it, and therefore he was surprised 


to see so much opposition to it on this occa- | the bank of Ireland. 
sion. The principle of the measure, he still rect encouragement to 


maintained, was sound, just, and necessary; 
and though there might, perhaps, be great 
difficulty in freeing it from possible abuses, 
it ought to be remembered that no measure 
was wholly free from possible abuse. He 
Was most sincerely of opinion, that no- 
thing in the conduct of the affairs of a 
state was so indispensably necessary, as 
the administration of justice with truth, 
and he thought, that if partics were al- 
society of 


lowed to come forward, as the 1 
at present, and say, we have 


friends did 
a conscientious 
form of an oath, ; 
but we will make affirmation of the truth, 
this course would be much more condu- 
cive to the attainment of truth than 
swearing in any form of words which 
could be devised. He could not at all 
agree in the inference of the right rev. 
Prelate, that an oath was the best means 
of arriving at the truth. However, in the 


scruple respecting th 


which we cannot take 


present state of their Lordships feelings on | Ge orge, also, 
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ny number of persons in arrear with 
to pay the gross amount into 
This would be a di- 
bribery which he 


found a 
their taxes 


could neverconsent to. 

Mr. Ser: veant Woulfe defer idedthe clause, 
and said, that it was necessary thatsome ac- 
credited office should be established for thx 
payment of rates and taxes, as it was well 
known, that great difficulty existed in ascer- 
taining when and where they were to b 
paid, and the amount of them. 

Mr. O'Connell had been highly edified 
at the horror which the hon. Recorder had 
expressed for bribery. But he would asl 
the hon. Gentleman whether he was aware, 
that every freeman received three pounds 
for his vote? If he was not aware of it 
he could tell the hon. and learned CGentle- 
man the house where it was paid. There 
ity for some provision of 


c 
h 


Was a great necess 
this kind, as every obstacle was thrown in 
the way of the liberal voters paying their 
Vates ; the collectors would not receive the 
money even, as the registration session ap- 
proached. In the great parish of St. 
part of which was in the 


the subject, he had no alternative but to | county, there was a county rate, for which 


move the omission of that part of the bill 
which followed the first clause. 

Motion agreed to; and 
then received. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Friday, June 15, 1838. 


Minutes.] Bills. Read a first time:—Party 
(Ireland); Arms (Ireland); Vacations’ Sittin 
Assessments.—Read third t 
(Dublin). 

Petitions presented. By Mr. Pease, from eighteen Steam- 
boat Companies in Dublin and Liverpool, in favour of 
the Pilotage Bill.—By Sir C. Buunt, from Lewes and its 
neighbourhood, in favour of Mr. Rowland Hill's plan f 
a Universal Penny Postage.—By the Lorp-AbvocareE, 
two, from Leith. to the same effect.—By Captain CHert- 
WYND, from Stafford, in favour of the Immediate Eman- 
cipation of the Apprentices.—-By Mr. BruGes, from 
Bath, against the sanction given to Idolatrous Wors ship in 
India.—By Sir R. H. InGurs, from the Gresham Lecturers, 
that the chief object of the foundation, the Promotion of 
Science, ought not to be K ; from the Arch- 
deacon and Clergy of Stafford, : against the Ecclesiastical 
Commission.—By Viscount DUNGANNON, from 100 
Clergymen of Durham, against the Pluralities Abolition 
Bill.—By Mr. G. PALMER, from the Clergy of the Arch- 
deaconry of London, to the same effect. 


MunicipaL Corporations (IRELAND). | 
The House in Committee on the Munici- 
pal Corporations (Ireland) Bill. 

On Clause 13, 

Mr. Shaw objected to it, because it 
would give the power to any candidate who 


| their rates. 


there were three or four collectors, who, 
however, had no office in Dublin, and the 


the report was | consequence was, that the rate-payers had 


to send into the country after them to pay 
What he proposed, was, that 
accounts should be opened at the bank of 
Ireland for all these rates or cesses, and 
that the man who paid a year’s rate should 
be eligible to vote. At the late petition 
against his return one elector was struck 
off 2 poll for not paying the rates; he 
was registered in 1832, and his house was 
not liable to be rated, but in consequencs 
of this decision of the Committee he would 
have to pay the arrears for six years before 
he could be again registered. There were 
many instances in Dublin where the land- 
lords paid the rates and taxes, and the tes 
nants of course paid a corresponding rent, 
and they never could learn what was the 
amount of taxes paid for their houses. He 
thought, that every man should be allowed 
to go to a place and hear what was the 
amount of cess, and, if he chose, to pay it 
himself and have his name registered. At 
present many hundreds in Dublin were 
prevented from obtaining the franchise in 
consequence of the landlords paying the 
local taxes. According to the survey of 
the city, there were not less than 14,000 
a ichamncd as capable of giving the 
franchise, and not more than 4,000 persons 
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were registered. 

that the franchise 

payment of these m ( 
that he now required wa 
were qualified and who wis! 
municipal franchise should 
do so by having facilitics aflo 
the payment of their tax: 

Sir Robert Peel observ 
was intended to apply to all 
in Ireland, and, 
clause was a «& 
general, and not s} 
only for the payn 
taxes in the city 
ment of rates or m 
sary for voting, the 
tax should be cl 
man ought to be di 
payment of a rate th 
could not know. But t] 
to be applied to every borough as \ 
to Dublin. The man who could 
without paying taxes should not be cheated 
of his franchise by his not being able to | ] 
learn where he was to pay his rates. Every 
man should be able to ascertain readily 
what he had to pay, and where he 
pay, his rates, and the collectors ought to 
be compelled to give due notice 
these points. Thi incipl 
should be general in 
had urged its adoption 
Reform Bill was be 
clause, however, went 
and it introduced th 
agreat extent. It w 
that facilities should 
for the payment of 
surely it was not desired, 
should be afforded for the } 
rates for others. The wor 
were ** It shall be lawful to any 
pay into the bank of Ireland to the 
of any of the said accounts such 
he shall think fit.” Now, any p 
go tothe bank and pay up in 
the arrears of the taxes due, to the amount 
of 500/., and suppose from 250 persons. 
Suppose any one should say, that he wished 
to pay for 250 persons, they would intro- 
duce bribery in a wholesale way.  [lere, | 
then, was not merely the payment for him- 
self but for any number of persons. Th 
clause went on to state—“ and such 
ment shall be deemed to have b 
to the collector to whose credit it wa 
and the proper officer of the bank 
land shall receive such payment, 
to the person making such payment 
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plied to Dublin more appropriately, and, | sented itself, the eflect of the drawback 
|vranted upon sugar imported into this 


above all, as there alone they had a body 
like the Bank of Ireland, and where a se- 
parate account could be opened with each 
collector. 

Mr. O'Connell suggested, that the clause 
might be withdrawn so as to be remodelled. 
There were very few of the towns in this 
bill where there were not branches of the 
Bank of Ireland, and the principle migh 
be carried out fully and most easily. lle 
thought, that it would be very easy to 
meet the views of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and that no persons should be allowed 
to pay but those who had a direct interest. 
He thought, that it would be easy to fram« 
a clause which would not be liable to the 
objections stated by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman. He could adduce proof that, at 
the elections for Dublin, the collectors of 
the cesses, at the approach of an election, 
had orders to get out of the way, so as to 
prevent the electors paying their taxes in 
time. In conclusion, he requested thi 
Attorney-General for Ireland to withdraw 
this clause and frame another which would 
not be liable to the objections which had 
been urged. 

Mr. Shaw did not believe, that the col- 
lectors got out of the way with the view 
of preventing the rates being paid to them, 
but he admitted, that it was desirable that 
there should be some public officer to re- 
ceive payment of the rates. 
fore, agreed in the principle laid down by 
the Attorney-General and his right hon. 
Friend. 

Clause struck out. 

The remainder of the bill was 
through the Committee. 
eelved, 


p issed 


teport to be re- 
The House resumed. 


Svear Deries.] 
itself into a 
(Means. 

The Chancellor of the Exc heq er said, 
it was not his intention to trespass long on 
the patience of the Committee, in bringing 
forward a motion which annually fell to 
the lot of persons in his situation. He 
meant the usual motion, that certain reso- 
lutions relative to the duties on sugar, 
should be adopted by the Committee. It 
would be his duty to propose two resolu- 


The House resolved 
Ways and 


Committee of 


tions this evening, in order to procure a 
supply to her Majesty, according to custom, 
from the amount of these duties upon 
sugar, the produce of the British posses. 
sions abroad. In reference to this subject, 
a consideration of great importance pre- 


} 


) 


country, whether in the raw state, or in 


the refined state. ‘The present drawback 


was, in fact, a bounty upon sugar exported 
from this country. That this bounty was 


experiments demon 


excessive, frequent 
strated ; and that an alteration in the 
amount of the drawback was necé 
also thought no person would, at the pre- 


sent d Ly, deny. The course he should 


ssary, he 


pursne with respect to these resolutions 
would be. to move the resolution relative 
to the drawback altering the present rate, 
and adopting a new rate of drawback in 
a subsequent st ige, he should prope sc 
it 1) ion of the Committe 
reported t he House, upon whic 
1¢ should pre} , a bill framed 
he principle of » resolution, 
pose it for a first ar a secon ling, 
fixing a day for the House going into Com- 
mittee upon the bill on a day 
distant to give ample time for all persons 
interested to make ol jections 
posed measure, and to come in and make 
so that nothing should be 
done inadvertently or unadvisedly. With- 


sufficiently 
to th pro- 


+) 3 
their cases go vd. 


| out going further into the history of the 


present system of encouraging the export 
trade in sugar, by allowing a considerable 


| drawback upon sugars exported to other 


He, there. | 


countries, he would remark, that, ever since 
the time of his predecessor (Lord Althorp) 
in the office he had the honour to hold, an 


| opinion prevailed, that the drawback was 


| too great. 


Many experiments have been 
instituted in order to detect and discover if 
such were the fact. The experiments made 
in consequence by Dr. Ure were, he thought, 
fully conclusive upon this subject, and they 
established one result—namely, that 

greater amount of drawback was received 
by the manufacturers exporting refined 


sugar, upon such refined sugar, than was 


5 
i 

paid to Government in the way of duty 

upon importing the raw sugar into this 


country, 
stances, these experiments had given dif- 
ferent results; but since then, his right 
hon. Friend, the President of the Board of 
Trade, had followed up the inquiry with 


It was true that, in some in- 


great assiduity, and the result of his expe- 
riments was, that as Dr. Ure stated, there 
was an excess of drawback on refined sugar 
exported, over the duties paid on the raw 
sugar imported. It was also established, 
that Dr. Ure had stated the excess of th« 
drawback over the duties on import at les 
lian the amount actually received as draw- 
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back from Government by 
He should trouble the Committee but with 
the results of one of these expe - 1 
namely, one ordered to be made by 
right hon, Friend upon a large tran action 
in sugar, amounting to 9,100 hogshe 
upon which the duty paid, 
10,9452. The drawback 
tion, after passing 
being refined, 
showing that an 
been paid nt of 
instance, which was nearly at 
10s. 10d. per cwt. 

all the experiments made did 
the same results, he thought he still was 
fully justified in the abatement he should 
propose in the drawback. He should pro 
pose a resolution, that after a certai i 
the drawback on double-n 
which was now 43s. 2d. pel 

be reduced making a 
drawback to the amount of 7s. 2¢ 
sort of sugar; and this he should 
by proposing, that the drawback receivabl: 
by the exporter upon high-refined su 
which amounted to 10d., shoul i be 
reduced to 30s.; making a reduction of 
drawback to the amount of 6s. 10d. upon 
this sort of sugar. He was convinced, had 
he attempted to make a still greater reduc- 
tion, he should have been fully warranted 
in doing so. The scale he had taken was, 
as nearly as possible, one-sixth less than the 
scale of existing drawbacks. He had now 
explained his object to the Committee ; but 
he could not sit down without adverting to 
a report which had reached him, that som 
parties in that House were prepared to in- 
troduce into this discussion, the Slave ques- 
tion, and attempt to connect the one with 
the other. He trusted, the rumour was 
destitute of all foundation. He 
any such hon. Member to recollect, that 
this was a question which claimed their 
serious attention, inasmuch as the proposi- 
tion he was about to put into th 
the Chairman, was one of great interest to 
the commerce and to the mercantile inter 
est of the country, as it would go to reduce 
the drawback they had hitherto been ac- 
customed to receive out of the Excheque: 
upon the export of sugars to ports abroad. 


thene p irties. 


ents-— 


his 


ads 5 
nted to 
rta 


amou 
upon its exp 
through the process ot 
no less than 15,9114, 
excess of drawback had 
£0667. in thi 


Was 
to the ext 
the rate 

] . } 
Acknowledging th 


not exhibit 


S08... 


fi 


yllow 1 


var, 


So0s. 


beg ore d 


He should, for the present, content himself 


with entering into the general object of the 
resolutions with the view to grant there- 
upon a supply to her Most Gracious Majesty 
out of these duties, reserving to himself the 
privilege to enter more into detail, should 


it be rendered necessary by 


{Juni 


ithe debates 


c 


e hands of 


the course of 


Lh? 


i 
5 


Duti 


the future 
the bill to 
thereupon. The right hon. Gentleman cor 
_ toward 
Qu 


resolutions, 


upon 
er the 
King, 
issured hon. Gen- 
p rfectly cont 
that this was a 
) be seriously discussed with 
importance to trade and 

ie resolutions appeared 
n that the House was ready 
to the ¢ 


‘ pavable on sugar the produce 


irred in opi- 


subject 


rown the s duties 


possessions, as if there was 
os 


to be 


in the S 
pald upo import. 
uty payable upon molasses was 


Vt., in consequence of which a 


was frequently practised, ina circuitous 
ray, upon the lishing to 
that extent the amount of the ye 
nue. It was ascertained 
112lbs wel oht ( of molass S, 
cry stallizable 

by the 

he was 


customs, dimir 
ar’s reve- 
that in 
there 
sweet, ipable of 
sugar refiners. If 
this were so, as informed it was, 
from excellent authority, it would fully 
authorise him in proposing that all mo- 
the moderate duty of 
and this general rule 
would at once get rid of the distinctions 
sugars, bastard sugar, molasses, 
and that sort of sweet which was techni- 
cally called dirt ; under some of which a 
fraud w as so oft n practised upon the reve- 
fair trader. This it was pri- 
marily his intention to remedy. He per- 
fectly acqui sced sn the propriety of the 
sentiments delivered by the president of 
the board of trade in 1832, when he 
in reference to this subject, that it w 
the Government to place the 
of this country a footing 
that, whilst it had the supp ly of the whole 
world open to it, care should be taken that, 
through inattention to fiscal regulations, 
nothing should be abstracted from the 
treasury. In proposing, that 24s. duty 
should be payable upon molasses, he meant 
that the article, upon being exported, 
should be liable to receive the full draw- 
back, and the merchant should obtain the 
amount he had upon the import paid into 
the exchequer. The present rate of draws 
| wk was on sing L. 
° ( ) 


every 
were 
36lbs_ of 


being extracted 


lasses should pay 
24s. instead of Qs. 


between 


} 
nue and the 


said, 
as the 
poli y of 


commerce on suci h 


305 and 43s, on double 
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refined sugars exported. Now the price of 
sugar fit for refining purposes was in bond 
$5s., whilst the price of the refined sugar 
itself was about 18. lower than the price 
of raw sugar for refining purposes. ‘This, 
according to the admission of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, would show, that 
the exporter of such sugar would obtain, 
not 10s. 10¢., but much nearer 17s. per 
ewt. upon the average, as drawback on 
sugar of the first quality. His object in 
offering this amendment to the Committee 
was, to ensure that the precise amount 
which had been paid at first as the duty on 
import into the treasury should be returned 

Nothing 


to the merchant, and no more. 
injurious to the poor man’s interests or 


comforts was intended or contemplated, be- 


higher rate of 


cause, notwithstanding the 
duty demandable, the result of the work- 
ing of the general low rate of duty would 


be, that the poor man would get his treacle 
at a lower rate, and even sugar cheaper 
than he could at present. The hon. Mem- 
ber concluded by moving, that the duty 
payable upon molasses imported from any 
of our British possessions be in future 24s. 

Mr. Poulett Thomson was perfectly at a 
loss to conceive what the hon. Gentleman 
meant, or what he would have the Com- 


mittee to understand was the meaning of 


his present amendment. He was, it ap- 
peared, disposed to raise the duty upon 
molasses from 9s., its present amount, to 
24s5., and this he meant as a boon to the 
poor man, who could only afford to buy 
Was the quantity imported so 
great, or the frauds committed on the re- 
venue so numerous, that l 
appease his ardour for the welfare of the 
revenue but the total cutting off of the 
supply of molasses? He affected to say he 
wished to give the poor man molasses 
cheap. Why, the real effect of the amend- 
ment would and must be, as far as the 
duty was concerned, to render it 300 per 
cent. dearer. Molasses was never a com- 
modity largely introduced ; its quantity in 
the market was always moderate ; and 
fraud in respect to it was sufficiently 
guarded against already. The syrup was 
prevented from coming in surreptitiously, 
and when introduced, charged at the cus- 
tom-houses as sugar. The hon. Member 
could not, and did not, understand the 
subject upon which he addressed the Com- 
mittee, nor was he acquainted ‘with matters 
of very general notoriety in respect to the 
sugar trade. In taking the price of good 
sugar at 358, in bond, and that of single 


molasses. 


7 Re 1 
nothing. couid 
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refined sugar for exportation at 33s. in 
bond, and the whole of the subsequent cal- 
culation, whereby he obtained the arith- 
metical result that 17s. per ewt., instead 
of 10s. 10d., was the exporter’s excess of 
drawback, the hon. Gentleman forgot to 
set against the surplus the expense of 
making the raw sugar into refined sugar. 
Was there no charge in the transmutation 
for boiling, for warehousing, for labour, 
and ingredients? Now he knew, that the 
most expert sugar-refiner could not refine 
under Os. per ewt., while to ship it cost 
the exporter Is. per cWt., which two items 
alone would hon. Member’s 
estimate of a surplus drawback at 
to 10s., or less even than his right hon. 
Friend had taken it to be. Upon the 
whole it must appear to the Committee 
that the hon. Gentleman had made a state- 
ment in support of his proposition without 
any adequate or even ordinary knowledge 
of the facts to which he had alluded. 

Mr. Clay considered, that the right hon. 
Gentleman had treated his hon. Friend 
rather hardly. The object which his hon, 
Friend had in view was two-fold. He 
wished, in the first place, to raise the duty 
on molasses to 24s., because of the quan- 
tity of saccharine matter contained in it 
being equal to that contained in raw or 
muscovado sugar ; and, in the next, to re- 
duce the amount of all drawback, so that it 
would not exceed the amount of the duty 
paid. He would not enter into the subject 
of drawbacks at present; but it was his 
intention to move, that the amount should 
be reduced to 245. the ewt. on all classes of 
refined sugar. He pledged himself to 
prove that the ty paid on refined 


reduce the 


once 


boun 


| sugar last year, in the way of drawback, 


amounted to 500,000/., and that this 
bounty increased the price of sugar in this 
country 1,000,000/. or 2,000,000/. per 
annum. The sum which he stated was 
paid by the people of this country as a 
distinct bonus to the West-India pro- 
prietors. He thought that this bounty 
ought to have been given up at the time 
when the twenty millions compensation 
was paid to the West-India proprietors. 
Mr. Hume was at a loss to understand 
the object which the hon. Member for 
Durham had in view. He could perfectly 
understand him if he had stated his object 
to be, that molasses should not be admitted 
at a lower duty than sugar in proportion 
to the saccharine matter contained in the 
molasses. Surely no one could contend 
that a hundred weight of molasses con- 












ih ats 
tained a hundred weight of sugar? If the 
hon. Member wanted to equalise the duty 
on sugar and molasses he ought first to be 
prepared to prove, that both were in effect 
the same. He thought, however, that very 
few men in the House would be prepared 
to go the length of voting, that su rand 
molasses were and the ing 
When the amendment of the ho 

should have been disposed of, it was 
intention to move, that the duty on 

be reduced from 24s. to 
which would be an advantage to the con- 
sumers without any material injury to the 
revenue. 

Mr. Thornely regretted, that the Ch: 
cellor of the Exchequer had not carried 
reforms further. He did not see why the 
people of the West Indies should not be 
allowed to refine their own sugar, and send 
it over here in the refined state. It would 
enable them to supply the people of this 
country with that article at a much cheaper 
rate. He thought, moreover, that we oug! 
not to be confined to the umpti 
sugar and coffee which were the growth of 
our own colonies. The trade of the Brazil 
was most valuable to this country, and yet 
we were not allowed to import into this 
country the sugar of the Brazils. 

Amendment withdrawn. 

Mr. Hume rose to 
to the resolution before the House, that the 
duty on sugar be reduced from 24s. to 20s. 
per ewt. His object in this proposal was 
to increase the consumption of sugar with- 
out reducing the revenue, Before the war 
the duty had been only 19s., and when the 
additional duty was laid on, it was under- 
stood that it would be dispensed with as 
soon as possible. Ife believed, if the 
duction was made, that as much 
would be derived from having the duty at 
20s. as they now derived from a duty of 
245. per cwt. He, therefore, moved that 
reduction. 

The Chance llor of the Ea wT q ‘er did not 
think, that the hon. Member for Kilkenny 
had moved the amendment with any serious 
expectation that it would be carried. The 
hon. Member had said, that, by a reduction 
of the duty, they would still be able to 
raise an equal amount of revenue, and if 
this were certain, it would be a great ad- 
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in- 
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t 
ition of 


cons 


move an amendment 


vantage to be enabled to add to the come | 


forts of the public at large without any 
diminution of the revenue. 


present state of the revenue, which it had 
been his duty to explain to the House on 


{Juni 15} 


ree= } 


revenue | 


But, consider- | 
ing the state of the sugar duties, and the | 
| of the Courts of Justice (Seotland) Bill. 


wy 
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a recent occasion, he was not in a condition 
to ask the House to concur with the hon. 
Member in any such experiment. If th 

with 


1° ¢y 
aul 


were dealin a surplus revel 
ly ¢ a 
h 


oe 
be 


case mis 


sent state of the 


vernment of the country su 
on. He would take the sens 
upon his amendment 
C/ TiC Or OF thre / 
ind the ¢ ommiittee, th: 
nditur . 


Imption, unless in cases where 
tion was large. When he 
Exchequer, he 
the duty on sugar to the extent of Ss. 
what the re sult e 
previous to the reduction, the 
of sugar in the United 


5,700,000 ewt. of sugar. 


Was 
r duced 
the 
The year 


Chancellor of the 
cwt was 
consumption 
Kingdom was 
‘J he next year 
but one after the reduction, the consump- 


tion was 3,600,000 ewt., and it continued 
the same in the following vear. 
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moved the further consideration of t! 


Mr. Goulburn opposed the motion: it 
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was too late to enter into the discussion of 
the subject matter of the bill. 

The House divided, when there appeare d 
Noes 65: Majority 50. 


— Ayes 35 : 


List of the AYEs. 


Lynch, A. Il. 

Morpe th, Lord Visct. 
O’Connell, M. J 
O’Conor, Don 

Parke ’, A 

Parrott, Jasper 
Perceval, Colonel 
Redington, T. N. 
Rice ’ kK. R. 

Salwey, Colonel 
Style, Sir C. 
Thomson, rt. hn. C.P. 
Thornely, Ais 
Wilshere, W. 
Winninvgton, T. EF. 
Wood, G. W. 


Abercromby, hn. G.R. 
Baines, EK. 

Bernal, R. 

Blake, W. J. 
Busfeild, W. 
Cavendish, hon. G. H. 
Clay, W. 

Craig, W. G. 
Ebrington, Ld. Visct. 
Ferguson, Sir R. A. 
Fleetwood, Pt. 
Gordon, R. 

Harland, W. C. 
Hawes, B. 
Iieathcoat, J. 
Hobhouse, T. B. 


Hutt, W. TELLERS. 
Kinnaird, hon. A. I. 


Langdale, hon. C. 


Steuart, R. 
Advoc ate, Lord 
List of the Nogs. 
Hurt, F. 


Inglis, Sir R, U. 
Jackson, Mr. Serg. 


A land, T. D. 
Aglionby, H. A. 
Aglionby, M 1JO1 
Alsager, Captain 
Attwood, W. 
Bailey, J. 
Bannerman, A. 
Bateson, Sir R. 
Beamish, F.B. 
Blackburne, I. 
Blackstone, W. S. 
Bowes, J. 
Broadwood, H. 
Brotherton, J. 
Callaghan, D. 
Campbell, Sir I. 
Campbell, Sir J. 
Chalmers, P. 
Darby, G. 
Douglas, Sir C. E. 
Estcourt, T. 
Finch, F. 
Gladstone, W. J 
Goulburn, rt. hn. HH. 
Grimsditch, T. 
Harcourt, G. S. 
Hlenniker, Lord 
Hepburn, Sir T. B. 
Hinde, J. ae 
Hodgson, R. Wallace, R. 
Ilolmes, W. Williams, W. 
Houstoun, G. TELLERS. 
Hughes, W. B. Clerk, Sir G. 
IJume, J. Pringle, Mr. 


Jones, J. 

Kemble, Hi. 

Kirk, P. 

Knox, hon. T, 
Lowther, J. HH. 
Mackenzie, W. F. 
Maclean, D. 
Melgund, Lord Visct. 
Morris, D. 

Nicholl, J. 

Pease, 5. 

Perceval, hon. G. J. 
Philips, M. 

Pras d, WwW. ‘Lie 
Round, C.G. 
Rundle, J. 
Rushbrooke, Colonel 
Rushout, G. 
Sandon, Lord Visct. 
Scholefield, J. 
Shaw, rt. hon. F. 
Sinclair, Sir G. 
Thompson, Mr. A. 
Vere, Sir C. M. 
Vigors, N. A. 
Waddington, II. 8. 


Further consideration of the report put 
off for three months. 
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moved the second reading of the Vestries 


in Churches Bill. 


Mr. Brotherton moved the adjournment 
of the debate till Monday. 
‘The House divided on the adjournment : 


Ayes ot: 


Noes 59; Majority 25. 


List of the AYES, 


Abercromby, hn. G.R. 


Aglionby, H. A. 
Aglionby, Major 
Baines, E. 

Blake, W. J. 
Bowes, J. 
Busfeild, W 
Chalmers, P. 
Craig, W.G. 
Ferguson, Sir R. A. 
Finch, F. 

Gordon, R. 
I{farland, W. C. 
Ilawes, B. 
Ileathcoat, J. 
Llobhouse, 1. B. 
Hutt, W. 

Kinnaird, hon. A. F. 
Langdale, hon. C. 


Murray, rt. hon. J. A. 
O’Connell, M. J. 
Parrott, J. 

Pr ase, al 
Redington, TN 
Rice, E. R. 
Rundle, "i 
Salwey, Colonel 
Scholefield, J. 
Steuart, KR. 

Style, SirC. 
Thornely, si ye 
Vigors, N. A. 
Wallace, R. 
Wood, G. W. 


TELLERS. 
Ilume, J. 
Brotherton, J. 


List of the Noes. 


Acland, T. D. 
Alsager, Captain 
Attwood, W. 
Bailey, J. 
Bannerman, A. 
Bateson, Sir R. 
Beamish, F. B, 
Bernal, R. 
Blackburne, I. 
Blackstone, W. 8. 
Broadwood, H. 
Callaghan, D. 
Campbell, Sir II. 
Cavendish, hn. G, 
Clerk, Sir G. 
Darby, GG. 
Douglas, Sir C. FE 


Ebrington, LordVisct. 


Estcourt, T. 
Gladstone, W. FE. 
Goulburn, rt, hu. H. 
Grimsditch, T. 
Hlarcourt, G.S. 
Henniker, Lord 
Hepburn, Sir T. B. 
Hinde, J. H. 
Ilodgson, R. 
Holmes, W. 
Hloustoun, G. 
Hughes, W. B. 
Hurt, F. 


Inglis, Sir R. H. 
Jac kson, Mr. Serg. 
Jone Sy J. 
Kemble, H. 
Kirk, P. 
Knox, hon. T. 
Lowther, J. H. 
Lynch, A. H. 
Mackenzie, W. F. 
Maclean, D. 
Morpeth, Lord Visct. 
Morris, D. 
Perceval, hon. G. J. 
Philips, M. 
Praed, WwW. Arg 
Round, C, G. 
Rushbrooke, Colonel 
Rushout, G. 
Sandon, Lord Visct. 
Shaw, rt. hon. F. 
Sinclair, Sir G. 
Thomson, rt. hn. C.P. 
Thompson, Mr. A. 
Vere, Sir C. B. 
Waddington, H. S. 
Williams, W. 
Wilshere, W. 
Winnington, T. E. 
TELLERS. 
Pringle, A. 
Nicholl, J. 


Motion to read the bill then a second 
time withdrawn, and motion made that 
the second reading of the bill take place 


the next day. 


Mr. Baines objected. 
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The Hous divided : Aye 
Majority 31. 
Ti 


\bercromby, hn.G.R. 


Acland, T. D. 
Alsager, ( pla 
Attwood, W. 
Bailey, J. 
Bannerman, 
Bateson, Sir 

Bi imish, |] 
Blackburne, 
Blackstone, W 
Broadwood, H 
Callaghan. D 
Campbell, Sir H. 
Crain; W. G. 
Darby, G. 
Douglas, Sit ( 
Ferguson, Si 
Gladstone, W. 
Goulburn, 
Grim A 
Ilarcourt, G 
Henniker, J 
Hepburn, Si 
Hlinde, J. H. 
Llodgson, t 
Holme Sy W. 
Housto n, Gy. 
Hughes, W 


Harland, W. ¢ 
Hawes, B. 
Ifeathcoat, J. 
Iobhouse 
Langdale, 


O’Connell, 


Bill to 


day. 


FREEMEN.] The Freemen 
Bill was read a third time. 
On the question that the bill do p 


Sir C. Style moved the adjournmer 
the further debate on the subject to n 


bill 


Wednesday, on the ground that th 


had never received a due discussion as y¢ 


] 


The House divided on the amMmenament : 


Ayes 24: Noes 57: Majority 3. 


t 





Bishop of Sodor and Man. {LORDS } Hlayte. 


Petitions presented. By Mr. W. S. O’Brien, from the |] Rolleston, FE. ‘Townley, R. G. 
Apothecaries Company, Dublin, agaiust parts of the Me- | Round, C. G. Vere, Sir C. B. 
= Round, J. Waddington, H. 
Rushbrooke, Col. White, A. 
OF SODOR i Ns Russell, Lord J. White, S. 
ssell moved th d reading of] Salwey, Col. Winnington, H, 
and Man Bishopric Bill, Seale, Col. Wood, G. W. 


] 1] . } : Vrichtso W 
thi wmMiamet {i} Sl1ncl li " Yrentson, ° 
} l comp 1 | Ne 2 





med in contraven 
} ri D4 ] 
optet 8) 

a plea DY 


] } + 
io, and that no € 


List of the Nors. 


lionby, Ma 
Collier, J: 
| sthope, J. Lushington, C. 
Red lington, Fs N. Llawe Sy Lb. 
eee ; pad fed tothe mtro-) Bill read a third time and passed. 
cauction of this ac I 
sidered by the Ecclesiastical Commis- | —ereseserscee— 


] | i - " ‘ 
who deemed it advisable HOUSE OF LORDS, 
bill which ha een brough 

, : . V7 
LOCI House DY i) tal ) a 


t 


vr 


Havyis.} Lord Brougham wished to 
ask the noble Viscount a question, whe- 
ther he had taken any measures in relation 
to the free republic of Hayti? That state 
had been free for some years, and he 
wished to know whether the noble Lord 
had taken any steps towards placing that 
ume footing with regard to 


a ae ca 


ial intercourse with Jamaica and 
ry any other ind pendent 





ed that Hayti was no 


but in consequence of 


JEN FERRE Se oo AT 


aT 


he had received he was 
answer the question to some 
extent. ‘The subject of the commercial 


- 


intercourse between Jamaica, this coun- 
try, and Hayti had been for some time 
under the consideration of Government, 
und his noble Friend at the head of the 
Foreign-office was in communication with 
the French government upon it. 

Lord Brougham denied, that there was 


SPARE et, REET 
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a aa 
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Be nefices ; 


any necessity for holding 
cation with the French government upon 
this subject. It was not the way to begin 
an amicable intercourse with Hayti; it 
would only create disagreeable feelings of 
soreness and jealousy. ‘Th 
Hayti! The French government ! 
would America like such tr 
only difference between them was 

ference between whites and blacks. 

the Americans never bled more 

for their freedom and independence 

the free Africans been ti 
planted from their native land by ou 
own crimes had profusely bled for thei 
freedom and their undeniable 
dence and sovereignty. ' 
dependent of King Louis Philippe, as 


republic of 
How 


eecan ? 
itment 


] ! 
hadi 


W ho 


indepen- 
Hlavti was as in- 


King Louis Philippe was independent of! 


Hayti. How would the Americans like 
that the French, instead of 
Washington, should come t 
deliberate with the Foreign-o 
land American affairs ? 
thing more 
Hayti he c 
any communicatiol 
on thi 


king 


dropped. 


) 

flice in Eng 
as to the 
re publ: 


insulting to the 


suld no 


be made 
Hayti with th 

Subject 
OMMONS, 


HOUSE OF « 


MINUTES.] Bill. Read a 


Benerices PLuRALI1 
the motion of Lord John RK 
Pluralities Bill was third time. 
The 
some 
propose in 


read a 
Ie 1 new clauses 
amendments and new clauses 
this bill. The 


Member for the University of Cambridge | 


archbishop of a 
ower of 


had suggested that the 
] 


diocese should have the | 
pensing with residence in certain cases 


dlis- 


where benefices were held in plurality. 
He saw no objection to adopt the sug- 
gestion of the right hon. Gentleman. He 
had embodied this suggestion in 


by 


cases of pluralities. 


rider. 
Mr. Freshfield moved an amendment 


in Clause 35, to enable bishops to grant | 


licences for non-residence in case of dan- 


Jt NE 18} 


any communi- | 


‘ 
sending to | 


London to | 





noble Lord then said, that he had 
to | 


right hon, | 


a clause 

.% . ! | 
which power would be given to the | 
Archbishop of Canterbury to grant dis- 
pensations, or the power of a veto, on all | 


Clause added to the bill by way of | Dalmeny, Lo Phill 
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gerous illness of the wife or child of any 
spiritual person. . 

Lord John Iussell did not 
necessary to invest the bishops with the 
who were only disabled 


ir by acts no 


consider it 
r proposed, 

that 

Vhe Hous 
Majority « 


1 


particul longer in 


5 


ys 
Round, C. G. 
Round, J. 


Rushbe 


O’Brien, W. 
Pattison, J. 
Pechell, Cay Atit 
Pendarves, EK. W. 
Philips, ‘ | 

I lp tts, J. 
Darby, G Price, Sir R. 
Denniston, J. Rice, T. S. 
Divett, | Rolfe, Sir R. M. 
Dungannon, Lord Rundle, J. 
Ebrington, Lord Russell, Lord J, 


» 
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that the 
franchise 


but 
raise tie 


lrroubridge, Sit .. 
Gad. 
Dis 


Salwey, Colonel 
Sanford, E. A. Vernon, 
Scholefield, J. \ p 
Scrope, G. P. 
Somerville, Sir W 
Stanley, W.O. 
Steuart, R. 
Stuart, V. 

Strutt, EF. 

Sturt, HG. 
Thomson, C. P. 
Thornely, T 


more, Ol something le $3 
effect would be to 
higher in [rel 


a 


es 


Eng land 
could not be denied, anc 


} ] 
ind than i was In 
] 


and in Seotland, 


nied 


i 


Wi a 1 R was not d by those who sat on the 
Williams, W. 


nnington, 


cae GN eC SS 


same side of the House with himself. He 


II. still, 


hope, that 
i 
ifter that great principie had been con- 


however, entertained the 


= _ 


| ceded—after agreeing to the amount of 


r a) 


teers et 
: .* = 


mM de micht Ly 


some 


qualification, that 
conciliatory 
this 
matter ol 
appeared to him, that tl 


devised of 


some 


not to hold 


coming to 


Clause rejected. termination, and over 


measure for another 
rritation. It 


introduced by the hon. 


On the question that the bill do pa year as a 
Mr. Hawes Pett 
portunity to 
and expressed his regret that the 
Lord had been a party to it. 
Lord John Russell said, he 
that the bill would cause iner 


sidences and diminishing pluralities, 


availed himself of 


\7 1 e 
protest against the mi bill Member for 


noble Stroud, where in the scl dules were riven 
two columns, One ascertaining the gross 
value, and the other the net value of pro- 
in 
hema principle by 


pe rty, by which the rates were to be 


posed, would al 


TO} 


he considered it an honour to have bee vhich they mig in coming to an 


at ee 
in any way instrumental in pas If such an object 


ifford him sa- 


Bill passed. uld be attained, it would 


en under the 
Municipal 
The 


Corporations 


Sp agal 
LAND).} ; 

. ay , P : 
] 


the views which had 


most heartily 
up, and the bill re-committed. in 


lause 


| been expressed by 
‘ the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 


ssion of | down. i] 
| 


Upon the 6th ¢ 


Mr. O’Connell moved the omi would not press his amend- 


é : 
convinced 


‘the words ‘‘rated to the poor,” and 
substitute for them the words, ‘sl 
be of the yearly value of 102.” 

Mr. Lascelles wished, he 


1Oul 


said, to take 


that opportunity of stating why he had | 
the other night voted against the right | 


thos 
sat, and 


Baronet, and 


amongst 


hon, 


] 
whom he 


views he generally coincided. 


to | ment, if he w 
| 


is not thoroughly 
that in proposing it, he was carrying Into 
etfect th obiect wl that hon. Gentle- 


} ich 
wished 


man contemplated. He to show 
between valuation 
re il 
and for this purpose he 
ement of the police 
which it appeared 


what was the difference 


r the purpose of rating, and the 


entertained a very stron 


with respect to th muni pal col 

question, and it was, therefore, with 1 

regret, that he had in former ars ) | ] Ve. M \ sorry e the 
that the opportunity of comn . 
ment respecting it, had not 
vantage Ol. : 
desire that they would come t 
settlement upon this question. 


long ot valuation was effec ted 


4 were empty, 
was under 
emark upon 
namicable | this int, that he had found, from in- 
There e, that in 


seen 


. 
‘lost sincerely he now 


~ 


was | « the west of 


the | 


IEF BR ie, FH 


no one, he was sure, who had gland, where there was a poor popula- 
course which the present debate had 1, the r nts differed from 
taken, who must not be conscious that her | fifteen to twenty-two per cent under the 
Majesty’s Ministers had abandoned the 52. | re ilue. 

franchise. ‘The difference between 
two sides, was as to the mode of ascer- 
taining the 102. franchise. It 
to him, that ascertaining the 107. 
by the net value, w 


= 


Ey 
pre 


iting’ Of teneme 


Mr, Pusey regretted, that his absence 
on a former occasion, should have pre- 
vented him from voting with his hon. 
Friend, the Member for Wakefield (Mr. 
Lascelles), It would be a deep disap- 
pointment to all moderate reformers, and 
would do no credit to the legislative con- 


| 
the 


appeared 
franchise 
is raising the franchise 
102, It was disputed, that the 
amount above 10d. would be 


GR RE wy A SE 





above 


| 
something 


cant 
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stitution of this country, if, uj 

tion so long consid red, and 

the peace of Ireland was so di 
volved, the legislature were once more 
separate without coming to a setth 
calculated to Satisly the org 

tion of the country. 

Lord £liot thought, that it w \ 
tremely desirable that they should come to, 10/. as 1 jualificat ie mun! 

a satisfactory settlement of this question, | frat t looking te difficult 
and he should regret much, if the present. { 1 pre est of the amount, he 
prospect of asettlement should fade away. 

He thoucht, that the settlement of this 

question was 1 led fe 
all hands. Ita 
the state of Ir , and lookin 
number of houses under 10/., th 
amount of qualification ought 
quired there in proportion to this e 
He was afraid that as the bill 

the schedules A and B, it would 
cult in the smaller towns to fin 
qualified to act as councillor 
not consider that this q 

mixed up with the 

could conceive, that 

would have felt jealor 

left in the power of the corp 
return Members to Parliament 

respect to this bill, he must say, that h 
conceived that a franchise 102. with 
a rating, would exceed a 
nual value. 

Mr. Slaney said, that 
remam a doubt that a 
greater than a 10/. annual 
amounted to a value of 
10s. Ireland was a poorer c 
either England or Scotland, 
hon. Gentlemen opposite wished 
hera higher franchise. 

Mr. Lucas was disposi l | 
principle which the right hon, 
the Member for Tamworth h , 
upon this subject,—namely, that the qua- 
lication for Ireland should be the same 
as that which had been laid down by lay 
as the qualification for England and Scot- | 
land. It was, however, very difficult to] | 
know at present what really constituted a | 
102. franchise in Ireland, and he was | mu 
ready, agreeably with the sentiments | 
which had been expressed by his hon. | wo 
Friend, the Member for Somersetshire, | 
that night, if it could be shown that} \ 
this new phraseology, as it was termed, | tl 
would raise the franchise in Ireland, |! 
to meet the hon. Gentlemen opposite | 
fairly on the subject. He must remind} m 


Dp 
{ 
" 
Ie 
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were relied on to support the proposition | to the people of Ireland that they were to 
of the hon. and learned Member for Dub- | obtain the municipal franchise in the same 
lin would in his (Mr. Litton’s) opinion, be | 


gotrid of. He meant, therefore, to sug- 


| 


gest to the House, that by adopting the | 


rating of the poor-law, they would do| 


justice, ‘and, as he thouglit, the only ob- | 


jection to the clause woul:l be removed. 


Mr. O'Connell must protest against the | 


slightest credence being 


viven to the| 


statement of the hon. and learned Mem-| 


ber. Indeed, he should really 


have | 


thought, but from the gravity of the hon. | 
and learned Gentleman’s manner, that he} 


was pleased to be facetious. There was 


not any evidence of perjury brought be- 


fore the Committee. 


There was, it was | 


true, some difference as to the facts, but } 
it was not in the evidence, but in the law, | 


being caused solely by the vagueness of 
the words of the law. 
two kinds of franchise—chattel franchise, 
and freehold franchise—and it was this 


The law spoke of | 


difference, taken by the law, that created | 


the difference in the testimony. 
Lord ye hn Russell admitted, th: 
candour evinced by many hon. Gentle- 


question, and the disposition they 
to take the difficulties of it 
sideration, but he would beg the Com- 
mittee to recollect what had taken place 
with respect to this clause. It was first pro- 
posed on his side, that there should be a 
102. franchise for the large towns, to be 
taken by the value. The right hon. Baro- 
net, the Member for Tamworth, said, he 
would not object toa 10J. franchise pro- 
vided it were taken on the rating to the 
poor-rate. ‘To that it was objected that 
it would be raising the qualification in all 
cases beyond the actual value of the house, 
so that a house rated at 10/. would in all 
cases be worth more than 10. annual 
value. The hon Member for Somerset had 
pointed out a course by which a different 
mode of rating under the poor-law bill 
might come nearer the real value of the 
property rated; but, without saying that 
this would get rid of all the difficulty of 
the case, he thought a mode of rating 
might be obtained which would consi- 
derably lessen that dithculty, What he 
principally rose for was, to impress on the 
mind of the right hon. Baronet, the Mem- 
ber for Stamford (Sir George Clerk)—he 
was sure he need not do so on many other 
hon. Members who had spoken on the 
other side—that they should make it plain 


into fair con- 


} doubt, to both sides. 
Ore it | 


inanner as those of other parts of the 
United Kingdom. It would be imma- 
terial whether this bill passed or not, if it 
were such as would create discontent 
instead of satisfaction to the people of 
Ireland. He did hope that if any change 
could be made in the rating under the 
Irish Poor-law Bill, by which the real 
value of the property could be come at, it 
would be adopted. Hon. Members at the 
other side having so far given way as to 
admit that the Irish people should be 
admitted to the municipal franchise, ought 
to consent to its being given in that way 
which would give general satisfaction. 
Mr. Sergeant Jackson said, that there 
was less difference between both sides of 
the House than was at first supposed. 
The object which the Opposition had in 
view was, to have a bond fide qualification 
of 10/.; and if that could be managed, it 
would give general satisfaction, he had no 
Gentlemen on the 
Ministerial side of the House contended, 


' | that the qualification should be 101. of 
men opposite in the discussion of this | 


howed | 





letting value. Now, he, on the contrary, 
must contend that it would be desirable 
some test of value extrinsic of 
that attached by the tenants themselves, 
or their witnesses. It would be seen, in 
reference to the evidence before the com- 


to take 


| mittee, that in Cork, Belfast, and Clonmel, 


parties had registered out of cellars be- 
longing to houses, the whole of which 
were not worth 6/. a-year; yet those par- 
ties swore that they had a good 10/. qua- 
lification. Therefore, he must repeat, 
that they ought to have some better test 
than the value attached by the parties 
themselves. 

Mr. P. Scrope contended that the bond 


| fide value of a property consisted, not 


only of what the possessor paid for it as 
rent, but also his disbursements for re- 
pairs, insurance, and taxes. If a party 
paid 7/, rent, and 3/. taxes and insurance, 
it was to all intents a bond fide qualifica- 
tion of 10/7. The elements of a 10/. qua- 
lification he took to be, first, the net 
rental; next, 25/. per cent. on that rental 
for repairs and insurance; and then the 
amount paid for taxes. If all these toge- 
ther amounted to 10/,, that was the actual 
sum which the man paid for his tenement, 
and ought to give him a qualification. 

Mr. Darby observed, that the mode of 
measuring the qualification mentioned by 


& 
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f Ji 
the hon. Member who spoke 
be totally different from that acted upon 
in thiscountry. Here it was measured by 
the amount of rent which a man paid, 
not by the actual value. For instance, 
one man rented a farm, tithe free, fo 
which he paid 50/. a-year ;_ he was allowe¢ 
to vote; while another man renting a farm 


I 
} 
l 


of the same extent, not tithe free, paid | 


only 402. a-year, and was not allowed t 
vote. He would prefer the syste 
rating, because the whole system of 
would be exposed to the grossest fi 
The principle of rating was that for which 


m 
Vaiur 


auds. 


the right hon. Member for Tamworth had | 


so strongly contended the oth 
and if the right hon. Baronet 
up that principle, he would | \ 
every man who voted with him on tl 
occasion. 

The Amendment negatived. 

The Clause agreed to. 

House resumed, bill as amended to 
printed. 


Stave Vessers Caprurep.] The 
House in Committee on the Slave Vessels 
Captured Bill. 

On Clause 4, 

Captain Pechell said, his wish was that 


all the money given as bounty should go | 
into the pockets of the officers and sailors | j 
| 


who took the ships. And this was th 
understanding when the bill was forme 
before the House; but it we 
that althouch no fees were charged, 1 

were deductions made which amounted 
five per cent., the bounty paid not bei 
51, but 4/7. 15s. 
account of a capture of a ship with 441 
slaves on board, and the amount of de 


1 . } 
uld be found 


ductions from the bounty was 110/. 18s. | 
The fees were not now paid partly | 
to the Exchequer and partly to the Trea- 
sury, but to the Treasury in lot; and he |} 
must say, the parties were cheated out of | 
a proportion of the amount which they | 
He should move as an | 
amendment, that the bounties be paid | 
free of all deduction and charge whatso- | f 
: had been m de from the priv ite funds of 


3d. 


ought to receive. 


ever, 


am . ; es 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said, | 
House | 


the gallant Officer wished the 
to imagine that the Government 
sired to defraud the officers of 
navy. This was not so, and he had never 


} 
cle 


. BY ' 
known such a want of knowledge on this | 


subject as had been shown by his gallant 


xT 


last would! F 


of } 


2 
5 18? 


Friend, 
| with the 
object of the bill was, to give 
the navy for their best exertions, by allow- 
ine bounties of 
he 
slaves on board, equal 
| Cn aw irded if the 
The observa- 
ud did not a; ply 
, i . 

use ihere 


yuse 
rey 
on tf 


he tonnage vessels 
|} captured while employed in slave- 
| trade, but without 


| 
| 
| 


to what would h 


were 


ir 183] 
had been 
of vessel 


und 


count 


s 
this 
of 
idy captured 
h 


Mi 


Wi \ es on board. 
Pease said, the officers had been 
| out of pocket in every instance where the 
prizes, when condemned, did not realize 
the amount of condemnation; and, there- 
fore, it was but fair either that they should 
have their expenses paid or be allowed 
bounty. 

Sir R. Ine said, the loss of human 


’ 


+] 


yt7s 





riy | 


to 


He held in his hand an } enga 


the | 


life, not in an open attack of war, but in 

ruction, without glory, in resist- 
and system of 
ur greater than was the case 


He 


accursed 


mY 
S€rvice. 


and men 
to have in- 
while 
with 


r | t} 7) syaty hh ta 
{ Ul UDI pay, 
ed 


vishes of th 


accordan 


ce 


the w whole nation. 
The Amendment withdrawn, 


Bill passed through the Committee. 


PARLIAMENTARY Burous (Scor- 
LAND).) Mr. F. Maule moved the second 
reading of the Parliamentary Burghs (Scot- 
land) Bill. The bill of had been 
passed in a hurry and discovered various 
No means were provided for 
funds, and advances 


1832 
defects. 
raising municipal 
the magistrates, which they could not be 
reimbursed. He proposed to supply this 
defect, and also to change the qualifica- 
tion of the municipal constituency by re- 
quiring that an elector should have resided 
town, or carried on 

preceding twelye- 


the 
the 


in 


for 


four months 


{trade there 
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months. Another alteration he proposed | cipal franchise by this bill must, he believed, 
was that of introducing a 5/. qualifica-|in a short effect a chan; ve in the 
tion in two small burghs—Cromarty and | Parliamentary fr: inchise, and therefore he 
Oban. | hoped the House would not sanction it, more 

G. Clerk hoped the hon. Member did | particularly as it was only part of a system 
not intend to proceed with the other which was to be extended to a iter 
(the Royal Burghs Bill), which was of! class burghs, and still because 
more importanc -< not a single petition had been presented 
since not a single burgh in Scotlanc ul) to Parliament in favour of the measure, 
expressed its opinion in .| while many against it had been presented. 
With reg ard to the p nt bill, if it wa ‘The prema fe 
necessary to proceed with it, he | lu 
Edinbureh and Glase the present bill, but to another- 
included in it. Thi Burghs bill. It was quite nec 
the bill; and with 1 a distinction should be 
pledge had 


extend to 


eT Ea 


are 


time 


ae 


orTes 


more 


said, the observa- 
ronet did not apply to 
-the Roy: | 
ssary that 
obs¢ rved between 


ns of the hon. Bat 


ake. ne - Cae = z oF 


OS, ET 
SE Cee eA 


been given that it should n the two bills, and that the interests of two 
that town, i different classes of burghs should be 

portant alteration which the bill contem- | legislated upon s¢ ly. The object of 
plated, was that of the this bill was, not to diminish the franchise, 
chise. He was sorry that the hon. at O1 with existing rights, but to 
learned Member for Dublin | give more ample pow local govern- 
the House the alteration ment to the P ntary burghs, and to 
posed of a system which he had px rem niences and abuses 
He would not 


gyrised. The 

: louse elling on the 
rying on) merits of the bill, further than to say, that 
irried on | it was one which would effect considerable 
left it off, | improvements in the corporations to which 
was he to have no voice in the municipal) it would apply, and he confidently hoped 
government of own? He would, of | that the House would agree to the second 
all others, have the most interest in its| reading. 


WPS 


parate 
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aie i 


to interfere 
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Se 


rs of 
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when arliame 


a 


uFery 
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good government. He felt, that he was | Mr. 
bound to oppose the bill on the 


that the alterations proposed to be effected 


cround | 


Colquhoun objected to the bill; 
because, it would cause a reduction of the 
franchise; and because it was a surrep- 


by it were uncalled for—namely, in the | titious intrusion upon the rights given by 
first place, that no person should be al-| the existing Act. This bill would neither 
lowed to exercise the franchise who did} correct the evils arising out of the defi- 
not reside within the town ; ciency of rating, nor lead to the establish- 
that there diff nent of a In fact, it was a 
franchise 1 and the bill full of sins of omission and commission. 
towns. He begged to ask if one single, It was calculated to interfere with the 
ymmend missioners) rights of property in Scotland, and he 
» had hoped that it would be rejected by hon. 
; Gentlemen on both sides of the House. 
Mr. R. Steuart could see no sins either 
omission or commission in the bill. It 
had nothing to do with the Royal Burghs 
Bill, but object was to give to 
vurghs which now possessed a nominal 
corporation only power to establish bond 
fide corporations, and to enable them also 
to provide means for the maintenance of 
corporations. A number of the 
| burghs of Scotland had been called on to 
have corporations, and town-councils, and 
magistrates, and had been put to great 
indeed, it would be better to take | expense without the means of meeting it, 
the altoa The | and they were at the present moment 
change proposed to be made in the | under a debt. only of gratitude, but 


and secondly, 

should | a renee of the 
1) 

smaner 


ror d polic ms 


ation j ne "Om 
reported on 


lied in’ the 


inquired into and 
had 
ne; althongh it was pretendec 
yi] had been founded the | of 
Its provi- 
sions, in fact, were totaliy at variance with 
the nd of the commis- 
sioners: for they had declared in favour o! 
uniform franchise, and p that | 
in ti of small size the number of | 
councillors shoul ninished, so that 
instead of fifteen venty-one 
councillors, the number should be reduced 
to nine, or six, or even three. In some 


been embi 


on 
commissioners, 
its those 
recomm itions 
an oposed 
wns 
those 


having or ty 
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corporations ther. 
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even aft >t abc lish 
together, it was im} 
individuals to etlect 
present required of on 
of councillors going out 
year. Insuch burghs there coulk 


exist no reason against reducing thi 
friend, especially after the mode in | 
the Scotch Municipal Reform Bill of 183 
was smuggled through this House. That 
bill had been so 

place as to render it 

nize it as the measur¢ 


| 


this branch of the 


lification in the way proposed by hi 


bill, in conformity 
visions of that orig 
been three y 
any of the ¢ 
raised avan 
consideration 
at least con 

Bill 
Sir W. I rose to supply in ¢ 
of which his hon. Friend the Men 
Stamford had been guilty,—namely, to 
move, that the bill be read a second time 
this day three months. The whole of 


] 


argument adduced on the other side, | 
while it endeavi ured to ke ep this bill 
parate and distinct from the Royal Burehs 


Bill, been directed to the DrOvis! ns of 


both measures. It was impossible it could 


be otherwise —the measures were identical 


and both combined the principle of re 
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Sanford, E. A. 
Scholefield, J. 
Sharpe, Gen. 
Smith, B. 
Staunton, Sir G, 
Stewart, J. 
Stuart, Lord J. 
Strutt, E. 
Style, Sir C. 
Talfourd, Serg. 
Thornley, T. 
Townley, R. G. 
Vigors, N. A. 


Wallace, R. 
Wemyss, J. E. 
Williams, W. 
Williams, W. A. 
Wilshe re, W. 
Winnington, T. 
Wood, Sir M. 
Wood, G. W. 
Yates, J. A. 





FELLERS: 
Maule, F. 
Steuart, R. 


List of the Nors. 
Acland, T. D. 


Alsager, Capt. 
Arbuthnott, H. 
Bagge, W. 

Bailey, J. jun. 
Bateson, Sir R. 
Blackstone, W. S. 
Blair, J. 
Broadley, H. 
Broadwood, HH, 
Bruges, W. H. L. 
Buller, Sir J. Y. 
Burroughes, H. N. 
Campbell, Sir H. 
Chute, W. L. W. 
Compton, H. C. 
Courtenay, P. 
Darby, G. 
Douglas, Sir C. E. 
Dungannon, Lord Pringle, A. 

Eaton, R. J. Rae, rt. hon. Sir W. 
Estcourt, T. Round, C. G. 
Farnham, E. B. Round, J. 

Fector, J. M. Rushbrooke, R 
Tilmer, Sir E. Rushout, G 
Fremantle, Sir T. Shaw, rt. hon. F. 
Glynne, Sir 8. R. Sinclair, Sir G 
Gordon, Capt, Walsh, Sir J. 
Gore, O. G. R. TELLERS. 
Grimsditch, T. Clerk, Sir G. 
Hepburn, Sir T. Colquhoun,— 


Ilodgson, R. 
Hoge, 5 ee 
Hope, G. W. 
Houstoun, G. 
Hughes, W. B 
Hurt, F. 
Jackson, Serg. 
Johnstone, H. 
Jones, J. 
Kemble, H. 
Knox, hon. T 
Litton, FE. 
Lockhart, A. M. 
Mackenzie, T. 
Mackenzie, W. F. 
Miles, P. WS. 
Nicholl, J. 

Noel, W. M. 
Plumptre, J. P. 


Bill read a second time. 


Party Procrssions (IRELAND).] Sir 
R. Bateson could not allow the second 
reading of this bill to pass in silence. He 
was not one who would object to put down 
party processions of all kinds in Ireland, | 
but he must complain of the partial, un- 
constitutional, and monstrous powers 
vested in stipendiary magistrates by the | 
law which this bill sought to renew. 
That law had been executed in Ireland in 
a manner which he was confident the 
Legislature had never contemplated, inas- 
much as it had not been brought to work 
with equal justice upon all parties. It was 
not equal justice to allow parties to go out 
with banners to meetings against tithes, | 


fCOMMONS} 
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while on other occasions a small number 
of individuals for merely carrying a flag 


| of a certain colour were sent to gaol, the 


ereater offenders against the peace being 
permitted to go at large. The operation 
of the law which this bill sought to renew 
had endangered the peace and tranquillity 
of Iveland, inasmuch as it had been espe- 
cially carried out against Orangemen. In 


| the city of Londonderry, where the custom 


had long been on the 18th of December 


' in each year to celebrate a festival, and 
| even when no prospect of a disturbance 
| presented itself, that city had, under this 


law, been inundated by a large body of 
’ A y 


| police, headed bya stipendiary magistrate. 


The city of Derry was thus taken pos- 


| session of at an early hourin the morning, 
|! and thus the ceremonies, which were 
| harmless to every one, of the apprentice- 
| boys of Derry were prevented. The ap- 


prentices of Derry had been grossly in- 


| sulted, and their city most unlawfully and 
| unconstitutionally invaded by a large 


body of armed police. By the charter of 


| the city of Derry no magistrate could act 


except he had served the office of mayor 
and by that charter he and those similarly 


| circumstanced were alone empowered to 


act, unless some excuse of incapacity or 


| otherwise wasgiven. Now, in the instance 


to which he had alluded no offence had 


| been given, no complaint was made either 


against the mayor or the aldermen, who 
having served the oflice of mayor were 
competent under the charter to act. No 
application to the Government for aid had 
been forwarded, and yet an armed police, 
headed by a stipendiary magistrate, had 
been introduced into a peaceful city. 
Again, since the provisions of the bill had 


been law the northern counties of Ireland 


had always on the 12th of July been 
treated as rebellious counties, and he be- 
lieved the armed forces introduced into 
them to prevent on those days the usual 


| ceremonies had been so introduced for the 


sake of irritation, and for provoking the 
otherwise peaceable and loyal population, 
That effect, he was happy to say, had not 
been produced, but he must assert that the 
Protestants of the north of Ireland had 
been insulted, their best feelings irritated 
and excited by the operation of the law 
now desired to be renewed. This bill was 
intended to put down the processions of 
one party in Ireland, but the other party 
were notinterfered with, Every St.Patrick’s 
day there were party processions, and the 
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bands of the regiments in Dul 
party tunes, which were quit 
to the feelings of the Prot 
Orange tune could be to the 
Roman Catholic party i: 
these party processions 
tenant gave every sancti 

came to the window of the 
occasion to cheer th 

be Irish justice, all o1 

effect could only be to i: 

the Protestants of [rela 

the intention of the G 
forward this bill, th 
brought it forw 

the Session 

that th y hac 

afraid that the 


Ireland, 


ensuing 12th of 
cessions. It was 
divide the House, 
enter his protest against th \| 
Viscount Morpeth would not run th 
risk of imitating the people of Ireland by 
dwelling upon any topic which might 
have a tendency to inflame party feeling. 
He would only beg the House to pass this 
bill, if for no other reas 
supplied by the hon 
that if the bill were not 
be likely to lead to a rev 
cessions. He, howe 
the hon. Baronet in 
bill ougeht to be « 
and that its provis 
forced against all 
against the law. 
Viscount Dung 
hon. Baronet wou 
he would. 
The House divi 
10:—M jority 64. 
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there was no breach of the peace Come 
mitted; and, thirdly, that the military 
were called out to 1 the civil powei 
before any evidence had be given, that 
the parties meant to cc a riot, and 
that the military were not authorised by 
law to interfere till after the reading ol 
the Riot Act, by which the magistrates 
had rendered themselves lable for the 
unfortunate result; and they had done so 
the more when with the interference of 
the military were coupled the instructions 
piven by Dr. Poore to take Courtenay 
‘dead or alive,” and the fact that th 
officers commenced the affray. The 
petitioners prayed for the appointment of 
a committee to investigate the deplorabl 
event, and, till the report should be made 
to suspend all judicial proceedings con- 
nected there with, This petition had the 
word ‘ humbly” in the prayer. 

Lord Brougham did not object to this 
petition, because it came from the Demo- 
cratic Association, but because it con- 


House had 
com- 


tained a prayer with which the 
no power tocomply. If the House 
plied with that prayer, it would be guilty 
of a breach of the law, and would render 
themselves 
he would not describe. The 
no right to stay any judicial procee: 
He had a great respect for the motives of 
the petitioners, and he did not wish that 
they should go away with the belief that 


people who laboured under what they 


House 


lings. 


called the mental disease of fanaticism, 
whether civil or religious, and whether on 
the subject of Church and State, or of the 


poor-law, were entitled to do whatever 
they pleased, without being liable to 
punishment forit. The petitioners stated 


the lunatic could not, in the 
be punished for a crim 
the accessories should be unpunished. 
They forgot altogether, that until 
tried and found to have b a lunatic at 
the time that the offence was committed 
he was amenable to justice; that they 
were amenable also; and that, unless it 
were proved that they were likewise luna- 
is, they might be punished as offenders. 


that because 
eye of the 


law, 


> Was 


‘LORDS} 


| the Chancellor 





of Railways. 
he 


S04 


prison, and should turn a democrat 


himself if he thoueht that the House of 
Loids had the power to release, without 
trial, parties charged with the commission 
of crimes 


Lord Teynham had ived much in- 


formation on this subjeet, and he must 
say, notwithstanding what the noble Earl 
had stated, that it was imperative on the 
Government of the country to Investigat 
the circumstances, and to obtain = such 
information as might enable them to judge 
whether these men were or were not pro- 
peily confined. He wished to ask the 
noble Viscount whether it were the inten- 

n of the Government to institute any 
Inquiry o the conduct of tl macis- 
trates ¢ 

The Duke of RR n / hopec that his 
noble Friend, at the head of her Majesty's 
x 


A 1] P | 
t, we uid ive no answer to the 


juestion, nothing was more dangerous 
than to hay cussions In that House on 
the guilt or innocence of persons who 
were prisoners awaiting their trial. ‘The 
trial would take place at the Assizes be- 


fore one of the judges of the land, and the 


| parties would be regularly indicted for the 
liable to a proceeding which | 
had | 


| the coroner of the ce 


He 


to 


offence. 
committed 


understood that they were 
prison on the warrant of 
unty of Kent, whose 
duty it was to summon a jury and to hold 


an inquest. ‘Tbe jury had found a verdict 


of wilful murder, and the parties were 
'sent to prison to be tried. He hoped, 
therefore, that his noble Friend would 
rive no answer to the present question ; 


he trial had taken pl ice ther 


was any cl 


arve against the magistrates or 

the militarv, he felt no doubt that they 

would most ready ‘ willing, eager, and 

anxious, to have their conduct inquired 
into.—Petition rejected. 

GENERAL System or Rattways.] 

The Duke of Wellington moved, that 


] 


pursuant to the prayer of the 


and Univ: 


petition ol 
rsity of Oxtord, 


| they be heard by counsel at the bar 
lagainst the Great Western and Oxford 
Railway Bill. 

Earl Fitzwilliam was ve ry desirous of 


| offering a few words to t 


The Earl of Wenchilsea, in justice to | 
the acting magistrates of the county of 
Kent, wished to say on their behalf, that 


they were willing that any inquiry should 


take place into their conduct before a 
tribunal competent to try it. He was 
ignorant of any power which the Hou 

posses ed to liberate the parti now th 


heir Lordships on 
dis- 
cussing the particular question then before 
them, but to take that opportunity of 

stating what he remembered to have stated 


that occasion, not for the purpose of 


on a former oceasion on a question which 


appeared to him to be of great 


import wice 
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$ pain 
He believed, that ho nobl Lord pl ent | rreal ‘ ly intaves w uld I t be d rived 
could anticipate the important results| from ace pl this uc? What 
which would be derived from the construc- | was now proposed? ‘That counsel should 
tion of a proper system of railroads heard at the bar against a part lar 
throughout the country In Ireland the | railway bill. Hlow infinitely better it 
Government had taken th precaution of } would have been, that there should have 
instituting a general survey, that the rail-}] been a previous survey of the district, so 
ways might be constructed with some r that independent and impartial opinions 
ference to one another; and he thought,| might be obtained as to the best line of 
that it was extremely unfortunate that} communication: for counsel must evei 
something of this kind had not been d ‘ k pl view the priv ite interests ol those 
in this country. He knew that some] for whom they were concerned, and not 
persons thought that the time had passed | the publie int rest. 

when this could be done with advantage: Lord Wharnelife would not arzue the 
but, with all deference to their opinion, he eral question of how far it might have 
thought that it might still | 1On D ( was lvantageous to establish a 
Although many railway bills had alve survey of the different proposed lines in 
passed, yet their Lords ps must be con-| | 1, but he would confine himself to 
vinced that they were only at the cor the consideration of the course proposed 
mencement of the system, and that eve n the present bill, which was contrary 
now great benefit would accrue if tl ey} to all precedents. If the inhabitants o1 
endeavoured to proceed upon some gencral} the university could show that their inter- 


they would 


(i, Csis Were Galhag 


plan. Great changes must be eftect . 
and unless they did this there would be| have a full opportunity of laying their 
interminable confusion. Contests between} case before the Select Committee, when 
different parties would arise, and in their} all parties would have an opportunity of 
determination he feared that they would} being heard. He saw no reason, there- 
not always be guided by the principles of| fore, for departing in this case from the 
justice; but that they would, as all Par-| general rule. No one was more anxious 
liaments had done, and as probably all| than himself to protect the interests of 
Parliaments would ever do, be too prone} the University of Oxford, but be thought, 
to consult the wishes and private interests | that by entertaining the present proposi- 
of individuals. In the construction of the} tion they would open the door to a most 
railways it was important that they should | inconvenient precedent. 

be made to communicate easily with on [he Duke of Wellington said, that it 
another; but if they were made on dif-| was not against the particulars or the de- 
ferent levels—-even if one railw iy were} tails of the bill that the petitioners ob- 
constructed upon an improper or an inju-| jected: they objected to having a railroad 
dicious level-——the country throu rh which it lt, Nothi ©” was more prope - the re- 


it passed would be deprived of great ad-| fore, than to reject the bill on the second 
vantages, and there would not be the} reading, or to hear counsel against it, that 
means of making from that railroad fur-| they might learn the objectionabl points. 
ther ramifications. For instance, if a rail- The question that counsel be heard 


road were constructed on a high level in a} against the bill was negatived 

low country, or, what was sometimes the 

case, and was not an absurdity, though Spary.] The Marquessof Londonderry.” 
the other course would, perhaps, be the Mv Lords, I frankly confess, that I never felt 
most probable, if it were constructed on a! so much embarrassment in addressing your 
low level in a high country, it was obvious} Lordships, as I do on the present occasion. 
that they would lose many of the ad-| My task is indeed a most arduous one, the 
vantages of communication which would} more so as I feel my own inability to enter 
exist if it were constructed properly and | upon so great and c¢ mplicated a subject 
with reference to other lines. He wished, | as that which I am about to submit to your 
therefore, to throw out for the considera-| [ordships. Searcely can | hope to do it 
tion of their Lordships and of the exe- adequ ste justice ; for, in the course of my 
cutive Government whether the time was { j, quiry, | shall have to move over the space 
even now passed when the step which hac ; 


been taken in Treland might not be judi~ } *From a corrected report, published by 
ciously taken in England, and whether | Hatchard and Son. 
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of the last four years, and to travel through | Europe, as to the real feeling of the 


Spaii. 


the whole course of the policy— 
mischievous policy never guide d the coun- 
cils of a state—which has been adopted by 
he Government of this towards another 
country. I am upheld, however, in my 
desire to bring this question forward by 
the anxious interest which I have taken in 
it from the very commencement, and be- 
cause having often introduced the subject 
to your Lordships’ notice, | have, at length, 


fLORDS} 


and amore | 





found a period, when her Majesty’s Go- | s 


vernment have admitted, t 
their policy been mistaken, 
and 1 for they, the other 


has unwise, 


Improper ; Gay, 


came down to this house, and stated, that 
it was not their intention to renew the 
Order in Council, from which on the mis- 


chief and all the disgraceful and humilia- 
ting proceedings of the war sided resulted. 


I may be asked what I propose to myself 


by again bringing the subject before this 
House, Is it to be supposed that I can 
be able to shake the position of the noble 
Viscount opposite, or to induce your Lord- 
ships to consent to a vote of censure, 
which might produce a change in the ad- 
ministration of the country? I candidly 
avow that I have no such expectations. 

The noble Viscount is, as I stated the 
other day, upheld on the one side by the 
great Conservative party when he advocates 
the real principles of the Constitution ; 
and on the other by what may be called 
his household troops a sort of Radical 
appui—and, floating between the two, 
favouring each as occasion requires, and 
buoyed up alternately by both, it seems 
impossible, under present circumstances, 
to shake him from a position equally iz- 
noble and unintelligible; but I think | 
have a right to call on the noble Viscount 
to have a reckoning with one, who, for the 
last four years, has constantly opposed his 
policy. I think I have a ri: ght to demand 
some explanation of the reasons that have 
induced him, at so great a sacrifice 
money, of men, ofcharacter, and national 
reputation, to pursue a course of proceed- 
ing in this war, which has been so fatal to 
this country and so disgraceful to our 
name. 

It is true that this subject has been most 
fully treated elsewhere, but I think, if it 
were considered that all discussion was to 
be at an end, after the last debate which 
took place respecting it in the Commons 
House of Parliament, that a false impres- 
sion would go forth to the country, and to 


of 


that the course of | 
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Nation and of the Legislature with respect 
to the policy of Government in regard to 
Spain. Jt is also true, that a very lumin- 
ous and eloquent speech was made upon 
this subject in another place, by a learned 
and celebrated person—by a person who 
might be thought particularly celebrated, 
since he was selected by the Government 
to fill a distinguished ap pointment, almost 
a sinecure—a commissioner- 
ship, or something of the kind. He(Mr. 
had to open official 


Greenwich 


Sheil) 


chosen his 


| career—to mark his entry into place, by a 


speech upon Spanish Affairs, and any 
thing falling from so learned and fortunate 
a gentleman must have great weight in the 
assembly where it was spoken, and the 
thercin discussed being besides 
connected with the question which I am 


as 


subject 


| about to bring under your Lordships’ con- 


| order, 





sideration, perhaps I may be allowed to 
make a few remarks on this oration. 

I know I am in some degree, out of 
in referring to proceedings else- 
where, but if reference was made to what 
proceeded from me in your Lordships’ 
House I may surely claim at your Lord- 
ships’ hands the indulgence of making a 
few observations. The outline of that 
celebrated speech, to which I suppose I 
may now refer as matter of history, and 
the main argument of it, was this—that, if 
the Conservatives came into power, they 
would be obliged tofollow the same system 
and act precisely as the noble Viscount 
had done. Now, that learned Gentleman 
could hardly have read the last recorded 
the noble Duke behind me 
on that subject, because the noble Duke 
had then stated distinctly, that he should 
confine himself strictly and closely to the 
obligations of the Treaty and not go be- 
yond it; but what the Conservatives found 
fault with in the conduct of the noble Vis- 
count was—thathe had gone out of hisway 
for the purpose, apparently, of attempting 
to become a belligerent—that he had em- 
ployed men and money in the service of 
the Queen of Spain—and now that the 
money had been expended and these un- 
fortunate men had returned, and were 
wandering destitute in our streets, he had 
abandoned them to the tender mercies of 
the Spanish Government. What the Con- 
servatives complained of was, that the 


sentiments of 


noble Viscount had caused his countrymen 
to enter into the service of the Queen of 
Spain, under false pretences, by delusive 
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encouragement and by delusive hopes, and | 

7 ° | 
now, at the eleventh hour, when their toil | 
and their danger were over—when their | 


privations had terminated and they had | 


fJuN 


Spain. 


experienced both disappointment and in 
eratitude, they were abandoned to thei 
own fate, many obliged to bi thei 
bread, and when they approached the oi 


gans of Government to represent thei 
crievances, they were put aside with 
shuffling excuse or other, as if for 
there was no redress. 

The next point in the speech of the 
learned Gentleman was in reply to some 
animadversions of mine on the conduct of 
General Evans for occupying the lines of 
St. Sebastian; and upon that point the 
learned Gentleman very emphatically ob- 
served, ‘¢ If you demand what General 
Evans did in the lines of St, Sebastian, 
I desire to know what the Duke of Wel- 
lington had done in the 


lines of Torr 
How could any person in hi 


es 


Vedras 2” Lis 
sober senses ask such a question ? Good 
God! were those two achievements to be 
put in juxta-position? What! were th 
great wars of a Cesar to be compared 
with a partizan expedition from the Is] 


of Dogs, fora mere momentary object ? | 
What, my Lords, did the lines of Torres | 
Vedras accomplish ? Do 
forget the long list of batt 
sued on the departure from those lines to | 
the triumphant arrival of our troops in 
Paris? Do you forget Fuentes d’Onor, 
Albuera, Cuidad Rodrigo, Badajoz, Sala- 
manca, Vittoria,—the battles of the Pv- | 
renees, St. Sebastian, Nivelle, Nive, Or- 
thez, Thoulouse, and lastly Waterloo, in 
all, seventeen pitched battles and sieges, 
besides the occupation of Madrid and the 
entire evacuation of Spain? Have 
forgotten the medals struck upon the most 
memorable of these occasions? Have we 
forgotten the memorable march upon Vit- 
toria, with the capture of 150 pieces of 
cannon—the campaign across the Pyre- 
nees in the depth of winter? And yet all 
these glorious events were due to our 
holding the lines of Torres Vedras—to 
that moral firmness of purpose—to that 
Sagacious foresight—that patience and 
perseverance then displayed by our gallant 
army and its commander. And after 
looking to so many great and glorious 1 


5 yout Lordships 
- 


les which en- 


we 


e- | 
sults, arising out of the occupation of those | 
memorable lines, can any comparison be | 
made between them and the lines of St. | 
Sebastian, the occupation of which has | 
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been attended with starvation, defeat and 


SPUR. 


disgrace? 

But, my Lords, let us take a wider 
ranve. Let us see what Ministers hay 
gained by persevering for more than tou 
years in their general Spanish policy, 
during which period 4,000 or 5,000 Bri- 

h lives have been lost and some millions 
of money expended. Our deluded coun- 
trymen expected to make short work of 
Don Carlos—they thought they were 

ing On a summer's campaign and would 
iave lots of profit. They hoped to quell 
the rebellion in the Northern provinces 
and put down Don Carlos in a few short 


months, and yet, at the end of a four 


years’ trial, how does the matter stand ? 
Why, actually he fares better now than 
when our auxiliaries landed to co-operate 
with the Queen of Spain’s army, the best 
port is of which hav SINCE bi en ¢fa- 
lually destroved, while Don Carlos, on 
th ther hand, has extended his sway, 
Nas wmcrea ed his al ny ) ill Imposing 
s 1 s besides obtained the nosses- 
ion f several commanding posit ns 
Such has bee { effect of our inter- 
fi 1d CO-¢ ‘ration! 

But there was another part of the 
speech just alluded to, in which the 
learned Gentleman referred personally to 
myself, and reluctant as 1 am to trespass 
upon your Lordships’ time, I cannot re- 
frain from noticing that allusion. The 


learned Gentleman expressed satisfaction 
in being able to say, that, with respect to 
my Spanish opinions, I always adopted a 
manly and straightforward line of conduct 


towards the Legion, and he further stated, 
that he had recently read a speech of 


mine, in which I had spoken in the hand- 
somest manner of the conduct and conrage 


of the officers and men composing it— 


that | ap} ared to feel towards them as 
fellow-« fic rs ant fellow-sold 3, and ha ! 
manfully upheld their ¢ luct in Spain. 


Words to this r {fi ee. were, | be lhe ve, used 
by the hon. and learned Gentleman, and 
the circumstance was rather curious, ff 
such a quarter. In presenting a petition 
on late occasion from me 
officers and men who intrusted their case 
to me, I certainly did think, that if | could 
raise my voice 

plish for those unfortunate individuals who 
had been so shamefully seduced, the set- 
tlement of their just claims, by pressing 
them upon the attention of Government, 
I should have rendered them a service 


mi 


s< of those 


a 


in their favour and aceom- 





81] 


Ss) aan. 


which, to me, as a fellow-soldier, would 
have been particularly grateful. 

But the noble Lord at the head of the 
Admiralty, it seems, entertained a ver 
different opinion of me, for he asserted 
that, although I came forward now, I had 
always stated that which was most dis- 
paraging and injurious to the officers and 


ry 


men of the Legion. This discrepancy 
between these two great authorities, I 
shall leave to the noble Lord and th 


learned Gentleman to settle among them- 
selves; but it is rather amusing, that birds 
of a feather do not always sing in th: 
same tune, For my own part, as far as 
my recollection bears me out, I have 
always been ready to do full honour and 
justice to the valour and gallantry of the 
officers and men of the Legion, while I 
deplored the mismanagement through 
which their services and exertions were 
lost. If, however, the observations of the 
learned Gentleman 
in the light cf a compliment to me, I must 
say, that I cannot but feel, that it came 
from one who the greatest 
blow at my humble political character—a 
blow which, 
never can forget, recollecting, too, that it 
appeared as a compliment paid to me for 
the purpose of aiming a greater blow 
against a noble Lord who, though once 
belonging to the party to which I am 
opposed, has since ranged himself on the 
side of the Conservatives. Considering, 
therefore, the object and the nature of the 


7 i 1 } } 
were to be considered 


once aimed 


{LORDS} 





though I might forgive, [| 


compliment, I must declare, that to my | 
feelings such praise is dispraise, and such |} 


encomium amounts to disapprobation. 

I shall now, my Lords, proceed to the 
discussion of the general subject which I 
am desirous of submitting to your Lord- 
ships’ deliberation, and as far as may be 
possible, I shall endeavour to divide the 
observations which I may have to make 
under three heads, viz., Ist, The general 
policy and conduct of her Majesty’s 
Ministers with regard to Spain; 2ndly, 
The military conduct of the war, in which 
I shall refer to the documents, I might 
truly say, the unfortunate documents 
which IT hold in my hand; and 3rdly, I 
shall endeavour to urge her Majesty’s 
Government to some explanation as to 
what course they mean to pursue in future 
with respect to the war. Having accom- 
plished this task, it is my intention to 
move for certain papers, which, if granted, 
I hope, at some future day, upon the evi- 
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dence which [| trust will then be before 
the House, to be able to bring this ques 
tion to a decided verdict and resolution ot 
your Lordships; because, connected as it 
is with the best interests of our country- 

with the national echaracter—with — 
honour of the brave men have 
engaged in the service (many of whom 


the 
who been 
once fought under far difterent banners), 
and who, after having been ill-used by the 

of Spain, still worse 
treated by their own Government at home, 
I feel imperiously called upon to persevere. 

This affair oueht not, and must 
passed over with indifference. We cannot 
consistently allow the noble Viscount 
to remain in the tranquil position which 
he at present enjoys. He now has the 
power, and shortly will have the oppor- 
tunity of exercising it, of dispensing 
widely the favours of the Sovereign, at 
All this very 
s, let your Lordships 

e whether his foreion 
such as to entitle him to 
which enables him to dis- 
pense thos , under the di- 
rection of her Majesty, he will shortly be 
called upon to bestow. 

The first question respecting the policy 
adopted towards Spain, began to be agi- 
tated about four years and a half ago, and 
it arose out of the Quadruple Treaty, that 
treaty which afterwards became the basis 
of our interference, and, in the first in- 
stance, was arranged by the Marquess de 
Miraflores and the noble Lord at the head 
of the Foreign Department. Shortly 
after the negotiation and exchange of 
signatures, unforeseen difficulties arose in 
the execution, when one of the most able 
and experienced diplomatists of the age 
being at hand, availed himself of the 
opportunity of adroitly directing the nego- 
tiations. As that diplomatist 1s now no 
more, I can speak of him as he deserved. 
“The Evil that men do, liveth after them: 
the Good is oft interred with their bones.” 
[n the present case the Treaty (the Evil) 
still exists which that diplomatist so 
managed, by the additional articles, that 
Great Britain was soon found to be car- 
rying on the war in connexion with Spain 
and Portugal, whilst France was quietly 
permitted to back herself out of the trans- 
action, when it suited her policy and in- 
terests. France was, by the part which 


Crovernment are 


o 1 
pot be 


this auspicious period, is 
fine—but, fine as it 1 
and the 
policy has been 
that confidence 
favours which 


country sé 


England then took and by the loose nature 
of the arrangements, placed in a most 
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é 
advantageous position. She was in fact 
put hors de la leyne, and she af wards 
availed herself fully of that po n 

ln support of this statement, | 
refer your Lordships to the ¢ e wi 
France thought pro; to ad pt last y 


i would call attention to the sp » delt- 


vered by the King of the Fret \ 

can searcely have escaped your Lords 
: se i 

recollection. ihat speech ec tarned 

| ) whic | | | . ¢] 

( arations, WICa) i ‘ up 1 as t 


pointed towards [Ln ind that ever car 


from any foreign power, and yet bra 


is a nation with sich we then wei 

still are in close alliance—an alliance o 
which we are continually boasting. It 
was by the head of the French 1 
that this langu was used. I was m 
in England at th time ft ! 1 \ 
delivered; but Lown I feit ash Ion 
of my country, but « 1 Crovernt 
whom our fore! policy was 

We have aone very oiIng | i 

for her we have mad 

fices, and vet [| firn t et 

h be } io a ) 


of expression--more unplea 





correspondent petwe that ntry 

MJ ] ] | ‘ 4 " 

Eneland, thai \ ) \ { a 

entirely ar ng out t t it i t 
‘ 4} * ' 

age l y or tn spat I 

"Laie Z| , ‘ | 

“vuiter this (treaty Had D h ¢ I 
the noble Duke behind me sueceeded 
ofhice, and, with his usual foresi t 


n 
} 
ipic, aqerel 


firmness of prin 
strict 


COnlOrmMmiILy with 


whatever his opinions might be with re- 


card to its merits. He viewed it as tl 
law of the land aud consequently bin 
upon him, But what else did he « 
The noble Duke found, that t war « 
carried on in the most cru Ll barb 


rouSs manner, and t tno! \ syster 
of exchange for prisoners, as practis 
civiized n 


This led to outrages which made Eui 


itlIOns, 


shudder, And did the noble Duk pero 
this state of things to continue? No iD 


establishing the Eliot Cony 
an end to so barbarous a 
—he produced an understanding betwee 


the exasperated belligerents, which was 
attended with the best results. The lives 
of prisoners were saved, and if the nobl 
Viscount, on his resuming office, had fol- 


i 
lowed the same plan and insisted on th 
observance of the articles stipulated in th 


Convention, humanity would have be 
spared many pangs—so much blvod would 





had . S 
} ied i 
( now rt { qd 
Cat by l i 
é t up i | 
| 
} . 1 en i r Govern 
i t ! 1) { $i) 
I 
riot (4 1\ | 1 and 
| its stipulations. B h 
| ee were, in fact, desirou 
t { | i I nea any 
ul K | th provinces 
they were opposed by the Chris- 
\ it ~ d fee ngy—all this good 
| was destroyed — the moment 
| i ) mie re enlisting 
{ t ike p tina 
concern, and for 
y had not ed 
\ 
y We plunged 
- i ins tO In- 
Ct iI Sa 
j f f | t { ( 
t I } \\ yhnt to 
n Sy better Perh 
he S { | DV t l ble Vis- 
{ his colleawues, in consequence 
f tt {] las wish om r of rank 
fy to e1 ! th I v, with 
} { hav n y inti e, but who 
this S I reg y, erred 
J vy—I me ( eral Alava, 
t| Sp h an ido He 
pi i the ne Secretary 101 
Roceion Aa d, aided by the craft 
t led uy ( nm 
! ida | he | hich ena- 
»¢ I p -) 
( (s British su 
n tol if ‘ Vin) und 
‘ t I | ei) i is act ol 
] Wa InWwal | aol Was 
Su OT t na il 1 OF Line 
, } werea ut to be assailed 
\ | it. mis Lords S the first Col 
S ice of British subj s being allowed 
lav, even encouraged— lak part in 


ntest 


the Spanish c 


Carlos and the hardy Basques say, when 
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they heard, that a legion was forming in 
London to land upon their shores?) Why, 
they instantly declared that this act of 
interference was unjust, and that the 
noble Viscount opposite and his colleagues 
were the first to break the stipulations of 
the Eliot Convention, dy allowing British 
subjects to become a belligerent party in 
the quarrel, an act of interference never 
contemplated when the Convention was 
negotiated. Let me remind your Lord- 
ships of what was then said, and repeat- 
edly too, upon this subject in this very 
House. How strongly did not I myself 
call your Lordships’ attention to it? How 
often did I not put the Ministers on their 
guard—how often did J not beg them to 
reflect upon the consequences ? 

But, my Lords, I do not wish you to 
take my statement of the fact. Other 
noble Lords on this side of the House took 
part in the discussions upon this subject. 
May I be allowed to read to your Lord- 
ships what the noble Duke behind me 
said upon it, on the 18th of March, 1836, 
the same noble Duke who had himself, for 
the best of purposes, negociated the Con- 
vention, and whose word with England— 
nay, undoubtedly with Europe, would at 
any time command more respect than that 
of the noble Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
and all his colleagues put together. These 
are the reported words of the noble 
Duke :— 


“ But the noble Viscount placed himself and 
his Government in an awkward position, when 
he sent to Spain the body of English troops 
who are at present in that country. By that 
act, the noble Viscount commenced putting an 
end to the Convention with Don Carlos, which 
had so recently been concluded. It was evi- 
dent, that the consequence of that act must be 
to weaken the influence which had with so 
much difficulty been acquired over the minds 
of that Prince and his counsellors. The troops 
in question were not included in the cartel, 
and it is also clear that in consequence the 
cartel cannot now be executed. If any cle- 
mency has been offered, then, to any of these 
troops, they are indebted for it solely to the 
humanity of that Prince, because they do not 
belong to the contracting armies. What the 
noble Viscount has done by sending a body of 
troops to Spain, is, to make his Majesty a 
party in the war in that country, and to lose all 
influence over Don Carlos, in other respects, 
as well as in humanizing the conduct of the 
war.” 


Spain. 


Nothing could be clearer — nothing 
more explicit—nothing more conclusive 
upon this subject than the words of the 
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noble Duke which your Lordships have 
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just heard. I have here given you, my 
Lords, what I consider, and what the 
country will consider, the highest author- 
ity in the land upon the Eliot Convention, 
as well as upon its violation. And now, 
let me ask, what followed this violation 
and the sending. out of the Isle of Dogian 
expedition? Why, the Durango Decree. 
We have all, my Lords, heard enough of 
the horrors of this decree, and I am not 
now going to enter upon its defence. I 
lament, that it was issued, and more so 
that it was acted upon; but I must say, 
that in my opinion the noble Viscount 
was the main cause of its being issued, by 
authorising and encouraging a motley 
expedition from our shores. If that expe- 
dition had not been sent to Spain, we 
should never have heard anything of the 
Durango decree. This is evident from 
its very preamble and from the circum- 
stances under which it was issued. 

I recollect when I first submitted this 
subject to your Lordships, the noble Vis- 
count opposite tried to put the question 
aside, with that same indifference with 
which he usually treats questions upon 
which he is not inclined to bestow parti- 
cular attention. He appeared to think 
nothing of it, He even went so far as t 
declare, that he had received no official 
information of the decree. He did not 
even know, that it was in existence, and, 
when I asked the noble Viscount whether 
the officers and men of the legion were to 
have the benefits of the Eliot Convention, 
the noble Viscount sneeringly assured me 
that they were—that there was no doubt 
upon it. In another place a similar ques- 
tion was put to the noble Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs, who might be supposed 
to have more and better information on 
what was passing in Spain, than the noble 
Viscount, considering the multiplicity and 
attractions of the noble Viscount’s nume- 
rous arrangements, and precisely the same 
answer was given. The men were then 
enlisting—not one had embarked, and such 
unhappily were the cheering assurances 
which they received from the highest 
quarters. 

If Government had not sufficient in- 
formation upon so important a subject— 
one that involved the lives of our country- 
men, they ought never to have allowed 
such assurances to go forth. They ought 
never to have been so rash—they ought 
never to have taken so much responsibility 
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upon themselves. The Legion suffered 
from thisfdelusion, for the men, trusting 
to the foresight and information of Minis- 
ters, expected that the war would have 
been conducted in a manner similar to 
that in which those wars were conducted 
in which the noble Duke and his gallant 
army reaped so many laurels—in a man- 
ner practised by civilized nations. Many 
of the men enlisted in the legion had 
served in Spain, and totally unaware of 
the altered state of things, they expected 
to be treated in the war as heretofore. 
These men were therefore misled —some 
few became victims, for when they landed 
in the Basque provinces and were made 
prisoners, to their dismay they found that 
they were liable to the dreadful conditions 
of the Durango decree—that they could 
not have the advantages ofa cartel.* 

Was there ever any thing so rash and 
so improvident? Where was the inform- 
ation which all governments are sup- 
posed to possess? I regret the sad altern- 
ative; but where does the blame rest? 
I do not pretend to justify the Durango 
decree, as I before said. No one abhors 
the shedding of blood more than I do, but 
let us not conceal the circumstances in 
which the Basque provinces, inhabited by 


Spain. 


a jealous independent and indomitable 
race of men, having peculiar laws and 
peculiar prejudices of their own, were 


then placed. War was raging there of a 
domestic character, waged for local pur- 
poses—a war in which no foreigner had a 
right to interfere. At such a juncture the 
troops of the Legion land, and proceed 
to take part in the quarrel. They found 
that they were under liabilities long be- 
fore denounced. So much for the inter- 
ference of foreigners, and, if I mistake 
not, we ourselves have been obliged to 
have recourse to nearly a similar measure, 
for if the proclamations, issued by the go- 
vernor in chief of the Canadas during the 
late rebellion, and by virtue of which some 
foreigners who took part in it have been 
tried and condemned, are duly examined, 
they will be found to fall very little short 
of the Durango decree. 

The next point to which I beg to di- 
rect your Lordships’ attention, and in par- 
ticular that of the noble Viscount oppo- 





* The whole force enlisted amounted to 
15,000 men, but there were never more than 
8,000 bayonets at one time in the field, The 
cavalry was about 400, 
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site, is the part which Colonel Wylde, a 
known employé of the Government, took 
in the reconstruction of the Legion, when 
the officers and the men of the old one 
had returned home, under circumstances 
well known to the country. What con- 
nection had her Majesty’s Government 
with his proceedings? Under whose au- 
thority did the Commissioner act? In 
1836, I recollect to have inquired of the 
noble Viscount opposite whether Colonel 
Wylde’s proceedings were sanctioned by 
Government, and on that occasion the 
noble Viscount assured me that he had 
no authority from the British Government 
as regarded the Legion, but that the Govern- 
ment approved of the course of conduct 
which in this respect he had adopted and 
pursued on his own responsibility. I 
could not help thinking, that this was 
carrying delusion too far. A few even- 
ings ago, when I presented to your Lord- 
ships’ House a petition from the unpaid 
and suffering officers and men of the 
Legion, in which allusion was made to 
the part which Colonel Wylde had 
taken in the affair, and the connection 
which our Government had with him, as 
well as with the re-enlistment which took 
place under his immediate superintend- 
ence, some doubt was expressed by some 
noble Lords as to the correctness of the 
statements in that petition. The expres- 
sion of that doubt produced a letter from 
the officer who made the statement to me, 
and who naturally felt his honour affected 
by the expression of a doubt as to the 
truth of his statement. The officer to 
whom I allude has, in the most circum- 
stantial manner substantiated that state- 
ment, and his letter certainly affords 
strong proof that the men were led to 
suppose, that they would have the support 
of. the British Government. One officer 
stated, that he would not have remained 
behind, if he had not thought, that after 
the re-enlistment his men would be gua- 
ranteed by the British Government and 
that every reliance could be placed upon 
the full satisfaction of their claims, This 
was a general conclusion, and I cannot 
help thinking, that the noble Viscount and 
his Government in this transaction have 
incurred a heavy responsibility. I shall 
now read the letter to which I have just 
referred. 


Spain. 


“ London, June 18, 1838, 
“My Lord—Having been informed that on 
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the night of your presenting the petition rela- 
tive to the British Auxiliary Legion one or 
two noble Lords challenged the correctness of 
certain statements I had made ina speech 
delivered by me at the Crown and Anchor, 
May 14—more particularly animadverting on 
my assertion that her Majesty’s Ministers had 
exerted their personal influence to induce 
officers to join the Legion—I beg leave to in- 
form your Lordship that I will not, and, in- 
deed, with truth and justice, cannot, retract 
or explain away one iota of all the observa- 
tions I made upon that occasion. Two of the 
most striking instances of the interference of 
ministers to induce officers and men to go out 
to Spain in the Legion, are presented by the 
following facts, well known to all who were 
connected with that force:—When Colonel 
Shaw, late commandant of the Artillery of the 
Legion, was first appointed to a commission 


- as Lieutenant-Colonel, Captain Colquhoun, 


of the Royal Artillery, was Colonel, and it 
was arranged between those two officers that 
the latter should go out to Spain, and that the 
former should remain to organise the corps 
and forward stores, &c. from London. It was 
in contemplation at this time to purchase the 
discharges of about fifty men of the Royal 
Artillery, for the purpose of sending them out 
to Spain to assist in hastening the organisation 
of the artillery of the Legion. 

“ Mr, Carbonnell the Spanish agent, had a 
sum of money prepared for this object. The 
circumstance, however, came to the ears of his 
late Majesty King William the 4th., and he 
immediately put a’stop to the transaction, de- 
claring that his artillerymen should be used for 
no such purpose. His Majesty further directed 
that Captain Colquhoun should not be _per- 
mitted to go out, and that Brevet-major Reid, 
of the Royal Engineers, who had already 
joined the Legion at Bilboa, should be imme- 
diately recalled. Colonel Shaw, was the bearer 
of a letter to Major Reid, then a Brigadier- 
general in the Legion, to this effect. 

“Thus, my Lords, it appears these two 
officers were actually suffered to enter a 
foreign service without their King’s consent. 
Soldiers of the Royal Artillery, under like cir- 
cumstances, were about also to serve a foreign 
power. The latter object was at once aban- 
doned, but his Majesty was, at length, per- 
suaded to allow both Major Reid and Captain 
Colquhoun to remain in the Legion: Both 
these officers were placed on temporary half 
pay, and at the expiration of one year’s ser- 
vice, all that his Majesty would permit, were 
restored to their former rank and stations in 
their respective corps. Captain Colquhoun, 
on his return to England, was made Brevet- 
major, and sent out to Spain again to com- 
mand the detachment of the Royal Artillery 
there serving. 

“Now, my Lord, the natural query is—who 
were the persons who evinced so great an 
anxiety to get these officers into the Legion, 
and whose influence was sufficiently power- 
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ful to overcome the doubts upon the measure, 
not to say pepegeanee, which pervaded the 
royal breast ? hen I say, that his Majesty’s 
Ministers must, by virtue of their offices, have 
been deeply implicated in such an inter- 
ference, I feel assured, that I shall be fully 
borne out in my assertion by every man of 
common sense and discrimination. 

‘*The part that Colonel Wylde took in 
endeavouring to induce the officers and men 
of the Legion to re-enlist at the expiration of 
their two years’ service, was indeed most re- 
markable. The words which I quoted, in my 
address at the public meeting, May 14, as 
having been made use of by him at St. Sebas- 
tian, were taken down at the time they were 
delivered, in a square formed of the men, 
under Brigadier-general O’Connell. Captain 
Roberts, of the 8th regiment ; Captain Foster, 
of the 6th regiment ; and several privates who 
were present, have assured me of the perfect 
correctness of that report; and Brigadier« 
general O’Connell himself, who commanded 
the parade, has stated to me, that, from the 
tenour and purport of Colonel Wylde’s speech, 
he felt himself fully warranted in undertaking 
the arduous and responsible situation of com- 
mander of the new Rasen: that his firm con 
viction was, that he would be strenuously and 
effectively supported in that capacity by the 
British Government—that is to say, that the 
British Government would see, that justice 
should be done to his men, and that good 
faith should be kept with them, or that he 
certainly would never have consented to have 
remained in the Queen of Spain’s service. 

‘“‘ At more than one meeting of officers, 
held in St. Sebastian’s, Colonel Wylde held 
similar language, tending to strengthen more 
and more the belief, that the new Legion was 
about to be formed, under the special protec- 
tion and support of the British Government. 
The following statement, comprising some of 
that officer’s expressions, has been forwarded 
to me, signed by Surgeon Crosse, of the ar- 
tillery ; Lieut. Shaw, of the same force ; Cap- 
tain Rea, 1st regiment; Lieut. Fryer, en- 
gineers; Mr. Atkinson, commissariat depart- 
ment; Captain Forster, 6th regiment ; and 
Quartermaster Bradford, 3rd regiment, that at 
a meeting, held at St. Sebastian’s, in the month 
of June, 1837, Colonel Wylde said, ‘ That he, 
as the representative of the British Govern- 
ment, was authorised to say, that his Govern- 
ment was well pleased with the services of the 
Legion, and that every exertion was being made 
to procure a settlement of the just claims of 
the officers and men, not only by the ministers 
in England, but also by their representative 
at the Court of Madrid, Sir George Villiers ; 
that Sir George Villiers had written to him 
(Colonel Wylde) stating, that the house of 
O’Shea and Co. in Madrid, had contracted 
to pay, &c. the new force, and that he (Co- 
lonel Wylde) had no hesitation in promising 
that the British Government would see them 
paid, and that even to the smallest fraction,’ 
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“ At a subsequent meeting, that officer 
again declared, as a member of the royal com- 
mission, assembled to settle the accounts of 
the Legion, ‘ I can inform you, that your pay- 
master will be authorized to estimate for the 
net pay of the respective ranks you hold, 
until such time as the Spanish Government 
will be prepared to settle finally with the 
Legion.’ 

« My Lord, of all these fine speeches and 
verbal promises, the officers and soldiers of the 
Legion have been the miserable dupes. They 
have been regularly swindled. A swindler in 
common life is dragged before a court of 
justice, and punished. Now, my Lord, the 
question appears to me to be very simple. In 
this instance, is Colonel Wylde the swindler, 
or her Majesty’s Government? Either the one 

arty or the other is guilty, and whichever it 
e, the party offending should, most assuredly, 
be brought to account. 

“ Lord Melbourne, [ understand, has af- 
firmed, in his place in the House of Lords, 
that the Government has approved of all 
Colonel Wylde’s acts. If such be the case— 
if Lord Melbourne still adheres to that de- 
claration—and if steps are not immediately 
taken to redeem all the promises made by 
Colonel Wylde--I can only say, coolly and 
dispassionately, that her Majesty’s ministers 
are accessories to as gross a piece of injustice 
as ever disgraced the transactions of modern 
statesmen, and that they are destitute even of 
that sense of honour which is sometimes found 
to supply the place of public virtue—I have 
the honour to remain, my Lord, your obliged 
and obedient servant, 

“ Cuartes Henry Cuurcuitt, 
“ Late Colonel in the British Legion.” 


It is said, that a Commission has been 
appointed to inquire into the claims of the 
officers and men of the Legion, and the 
natural inference-would be, that as soon 
as those claims are substantiated, the suf- 
ferers will be paid. Nothing, I fear, is 
further from the fact. Independent of a 
disposition to do justice, which every one 
must think is wanting, somewhere or 
other, the Commissioners to liquidate the 
accounts, as far as I have been able 
to learn, are not empowered to order pay- 
ment, although they may be instructed to 
report upon them; nay, I verily believe 
that they are not provided with funds suf- 
ficient to take an office, and enter upon 
the business. What hopes then have the 
men of a settlement ? 

The Spanish Colonel, who was ap- 
pointed with Colonel Wylde, to inquire 
into the claims of those who had served 
in the Legion, upon being asked by the 
paymaster of the 7th regiment if he had 
authority to pay them, said he had full 
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authority to investigate their claims, but 
that he had no authority whatsoever to 
interfere in their payment. There is a 
degree of duplicity and want of common 
integrity in treating men thus, which is 
truly lamentable. Are men, who had been 
encouraged to go out to Spain, to be thus 
defrauded of their pay? Is Government 
to be satisfied with the mere sitting of the 
commission? I trust the men will not be 
thus neglected. What is the position of 
the noble Viscount opposite, with respect 
to Spain, at this moment? Has he not 
the means of obtaining for British subjects, 
who have sacrificed their all—who have 
risked their lives, and shed their blood for 
Spain, a just satisfaction of their claims ? 
The noble Viscount has the Spanish Govern- 
ment completely in his power, by stopping 
the supplies of ammunition and stores, 
and will he not avail himself of this power 
to secure the rights of these ill-used men ? 
Would the noble Duke near me have 
acted so? Would he have put off this 
subject from day to day? The soldiers of 
the Legion might perhaps be compared to 
the soldiers of Switzerland, but this would 
not justify the treatment which they have 
experienced. When Swiss soldiers have 
been employed, they have always received 
payment, but it was for British subjects 
to be deceived and rendered destitute, by 
want of faith on the part of those for 
whom they had made every sacrifice. The 
Government ought not to admit this; they 
ought to demand from Spain a categorical 
answer upon the subject, and bring it to a 
final decision. 

The noble Viscount scarcely can say 
that he does not know how Spain is to 
discharge those claims. A memorandum 
has been drawn up by Colonel M‘Dougall, 
and I believe submitted to the noble 
Viscount, showing how Spain might easily 
liquidate them. At present, the consump- 
tion of British manufactured cotton goods, 
which obtain admission in different ways, 
amounts to one million and a half annually, 
and if a port in Spain were appointed to 
receive those goods, an ad valorem import 
duty of thirty per cent. would produce a 
sum quite sufficient for the purpose. I 
am not a merchant, and am therefore the 
less capable of judging upon these matters, 
but if that suggestion could be acted 
upon, it is clear the sum might be readily 
obtained. I can assure your Lordships, 
that I shall persevere in urging the claims 
of these ill-treated men, as I before perse- 
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vered in the case of the twenty-seven 
Carlist prisoners, whose liberation was, 
after many delays, at length obtained from 
the noble Viscount. I will continue, week 
after week, even at the risk of becoming 
tiresome to your Lordships, to seek for 
protection for these men. I call upon your 
Lordships to co-operate with me, for the 
sake of our character as a nation, in pre- 
venting the palpable injustice of inducing 
men to sacrifice everything in a cause—to 
leave their homes and risk their lives, and 
then to be refused the fulfilment of those 
promises, under the delusion of which they 
were induced to embark. 

The atrocities which have attended this 
murderous and protracted war is the next 
topic upon which I shall enter, and for the 
length to which I shall feel myself com- 
pelled to go in my review of events con- 
nected with it, I again beseech your Lord- 
ships’ indulgence. As the result of a 
motion by my noble Friend, the Earl of 
Aberdeen, the noble Viscount, some time 
ago, laid on the table certain documents 
as to the state of the war in Spain, but I 
should like to know what has been done 
since by Government, either to put an end 
to the war, or to humanize it in its pro- 
gress. The noble Viscount had it in his 
power to do the latter, as much as he had 
to obtain payment for the men of the Le- 
gion. Why was the noble Lord, the Se- 
cretary for Foreign Affairs, so fond of 
Spain, that he would not insist on this 
object being accomplished? What has 
been the course pursued by ministers, ses- 
sion after session, for the last four years ? 
In the speeches from the throne, words 
were put into the mouth of the Sovereign, 
holding out hopes that the war in Spain 
would soon be at an end; but how have 
these hopes been realized? I have already 
referred to four king’s speeches, in which 
such hopes were held out; the last two 
certainly are less flattering than the pre- 
ceding ones. The words used in the King’s 
speech, on the 4th of February, 1836, were 
singularly emphatic. His Majesty was 
made then to say— 

“TI have still to lament the continuance of 
the civil contest in the Northern provinces of 
Spain. The measures which I have taken, 
and the engagements into which I have en- 
tered, sufficiently prove my deep anxiety for 
its termination ; and the prudent and vigorous 
conduct of the present Government of Rain, 
inspires me with the hope, that the authority 
of the Queen will soon be established in 
every part of her dominions, and that the 
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Spanish nation, so long connected by friend- 
ship with Great Britain, will again enjoy the 
blessings of internal tranquillity and union.” 


Well, and have these confident hopes 
been fulfilled? Isnot rather the contrary 
the fact? And is not the present state of 
Spain ten thousand times more compli- 
cated than it was then? Other speeches 
held out similar hopes, and have proved 
equally fallacious. The House was as- 
sured by Ministers that the Auxiliary Le- 
gion were to be included in Lord Eliot’s 
Convention. Has this been the case? 
Where, then, is the fulfilment of all those 
assurances and predictions? In 1834, the 
Foreign Secretary said,—‘‘ He had great 
satisfaction in declaring, that the Quad- 
ruple Treaty had been negociated, and 
that he took his share in it with the 
greatest pride.” On June 15th, I believe, 
the noble Viscount opposite avowed that 
the Order in Council was issued on the 
application of the Spanish Ambassador, 
and he also added, that the benefits of the 
Eliot Convention would be extended to 
the British Legion. On June 24th of the 
same year, the Duke of Wellington’s 
Opinion as to intervention was elicited, and 
upon it the Foreign Secretary, made a re- 
markable speech. On 2nd July, the noble 
Viscount gave an assurance, that the Aux- 
iliary Legion would be included in the 
Eliot Convention. A decree of Don 
Carlos appeared, contradicting this as- 
surance, and when I produced the decree, 
the noble Viscount denied its authenticity. 
Colonel Wylde was sent to the Carlist 
head quarters, to ascertain the fact, and 
when Don Carlos declared, that the auxili« 
ary force were out of the pale of the Con- 
vention, then it was, that an order was is- 
sued by the Admiralty not to receive Don 
Carlos on board of any British ship of 
war. In 1836, the Secretary of State for 
the Foreign Department descanted on the 
‘¢ prudent and vigorous Government of 
Spain,” and stated, that by the measures 
which had been pursued, it had produced 
union in three-fourths of the kingdom ; 
and he further said, that at no distant pe- 
riod, the Queen’s authority would be es- 
tablished in every part of her dominions. 
Where were the results of this prudent 
and vigorous government? Where was 
the fulfilment of the prediction regarding 
the establishment of the Queen’s authority? 
The noble Viscount, about the same pe- 
riod, said,—‘‘ The language used in that 
speech, is not of an exaggerated nature, 
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and I have every hope that a speedy and 
happy termination will be put to the 
Spanish contest by the means now in ope- 
ration.” The noble Viscount further 
added,—‘“‘There is no one,my Lords, so in- 
curable as a prophet—the spirit of predic- 
tion is a most obstinate disease. I do not 
know if the noble Marquess (meaning 
myself) has any adequate reason for de- 
claring, that our predictions will be falsi- 
fied, but I have every reason to believe, 
that what I have said will turn out to be 
the fact.” 

Such was the language of the noble 
Viscount then, and it is for your Lord- 
ships to say, which of the predictions has 
come nearer to fulfilment. On February 
16th, in the same year, ‘the Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs said in another place,— 
“JT donot shrink from my anticipations, 
and I beg to pin hon. Gentlemen to theirs. 
I beg that their declarations and prophe- 
cies upon this subject, may be borne in 
mind, and that their reputation for politi- 
cal sagacity may depend upon the resuit. 
For my part, I will abide the same test.” 
In reply, I will only ask, what have we 
gained by the Order in Council? What 
was the language of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty at that period? He said, “I 
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speak from information derived from better 
authorities than the noble Marquess can 
boast,” and then he added :—* General 
Evans is likely to pursue that glorious and 
successful course which he has hitherto 


done.” Let your Lordships judge from 
what has since occurred, who it was, that 
then spoke upon the most certain au- 
thority. In April, 1837, the noble Lord, 
the Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, 
when speaking on the same subject, said : 
— “TI certainly should be most unwilling 
to enter upon a prediction. I have never 
been betrayed into a prediction but once 
—then I was wrong; but with respect to 
Don Carlos, I may say thus much—that 
he is not now in as good a situation as 
formerly.” So much with respect to pre- 
dictions and accuracy of information. For 
my own part, I shall merely observe— 
May the Lord save us from those wise 
prophets. I hope your Lordships will not 
deem this a digression. I shall now en- 
deavour to go through the remainder of 
the duty which has devolved upon me in 
a manner the least irksome possible. 

I come next to a part of my task which 
requires the utmost delicacy. I approach 
this division of my subject with some dif- 
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ficulty, for it requires great caution to 
offer opinions upon military operations at 
which the person observing upon them 
was not present; but the statements which 
I am about to make will be taken from the 
writings, and be founded on the authority 
of officers who were present at the opera~ 
tions respecting which they wrote. There 
are various works and pamphlets written 
on the military operations in Spain, and 
of their contents I have endeavoured to 
make myself master; but it is a curious 
fact, that amongst all, there is not a single 
one which places the military proceedings 
of the Legion in a favourable light. In 
another place, even so great an authority 
as the Master General of the Ordnance 
most unaccountably stated, that,—“ the 
expedition had not been an entire failure.” 
That officer, I presume, spoke on his own 
view of the case, but I shall give your 
Lordships the views taken by men most 
intimate with General Evans, and familiar 
with the operations of the Legion. I 
shall only quote the authority of persons 
who were upon the spot. To them I shall 
appeal for an account of the achievements 
of the Legion, and when I have done this, 
I think I shall have a right to ask those 
who advised the giving away of certain 
military decorations, as rewards. for ser- 
vices performed under a foreign flag, why 
officers of our own army—men of the 
highest military distinction, were over- 
looked. Why, I should like to know, are 
officers of this class kept in the. back 
ground, when others who have no such 
claims and qualifications, are brought 
prominently forward? I should like to 
hear this preference accounted for. For 
my own part, I can only attribute it to the 
desire of ministers to conceal their own 
mismanagement— their own misconduct 
in the affairs of the Legion, if not in the 
whole transactions connected with their 
Spanish policy. 

It is now time for me to notice, more in 
detail, the exploits of the Auxiliary Le- 
gion, a subject which cannot be contem- 
plated without pain. The first affair in 
which the Legion was concerned, took 
place in January 1835, when its co-opera- 
tion in the relief of Bilboa led to a 
skirmish, followed by a march to Vittoria, 
in which twenty-two days were expended.* 
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* Vittoria is not above ten leagues from 
Bilboa. Gomez reached Biscay from Gibraltar, 
in twenty-one days, after traversing the greater 
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There, like the Legion, I will pause. I 
will not follow the unfortunate men into 
those hospitals and other haunts of 
wretchedness, in which so many of them 
perished. I will not allude to the want of 
clothing and food, or the defects of medical 
attendance. 1 will not complain of the 
inhospitality experienced, or revert toother 
disheartening incidents which occurred at 
Vittoria. I have General Evans’s procla- 
mation in my hand, issued on his arrival 
there. It is a curious paper, but even to 
that I shall not advert, but at once come 
to the operations of the campaign. 

Early in January, a combined move- 
ment upon the Carlists was ordered, when 
General Evans issued a separate procla- 
mation. & The force employed, was esti- 
mated at 20,000 men, the centre com- 
manded by Cordova, the right by Evans, 
and the left by Espartero. The Carlists 
occupied the heights on the Northern side 
of the plain of Vittoria, which were at- 
tacked on three points. The left and 
centre carried the positions attacked, but 
subsequently withdrew, without commu- 
nicating this fact to the right. At the 
end of three days, General Evans, ascer- 
taining the predicament in which he was 
placed, recrossed the Zodorra, and, after 
some skirmishing, in which one man was 
killed, and six wounded, regained his old 
cantonments. This was called the ‘“ Ac- 
tion of Arlaban,” and for the signal ser- 
vice performed on this occasion, forty 
crosses were bestowed upon the Legion, 
which soon afterwards returned to St. 
Sebastian’s. 

The second affair in which the Legion 
was engaged, took place on the 5th 
May, when the Carlists were driven from 
their intrenchments in front of St. Se- 
bastian’s, principally through the unex- 
pected arrival and aid of a British 
Steamer, The men and officers behaved 
with their usual gallantry—but the loss 
of life was enormous,* and the fate of 
the day decided by an incident which 
could not have been foreseen when the 
troops marched out. And, after all, for 
what was this sacrifice made? I answer, 
merely to obtain possession of a little more 
ground round St. Sebastian’s, which, as 





part of the kingdom, with 4,000 infantry, and 
900 cavalry, and baffling the efforts of 28,000 
men, sent to oppose him. 


* Colonel Humfrey acknowledges “ eighty 
officers, and 800 men, killed and wounded,” 
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regarded the issue of the contest, could be 
of no importance. This affair caused some 
sensation in England. There had been 
fighting—some hard work, and that ap- 
peared sufficient. These lines, my Lords, 
were gained, but what followed? Why! 
there the legend remained stationary, and 
their Spanish allies, either would not or 
could not, co-operate with them in such a 
manner as to take advantage of the new 
acquisition. 

The opinion of the noble Duke behind 
me as to the results of this engagement is 
on record,* and that opinion I need not 
repeat. It is confirmed by eye witnesses, 
in letters and in works now in general cir- 
culation; but as opinions have been given 
elsewhere upon events connected with this 
war, by the Master General of the Ord- 
nance, as well as by other military men, 
perhaps I may be allowed to read to your 
Lordships an extract from a letter upon 
the action of the 5th May, which I myself 
received from Colonel Claudius Shawe, of 
the Artillery, who was present. It also 
alludes to the attacks upon Fuentarrabia 
and Irun, to which I shall afterwards ad- 
vert. 
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“The Legion had not altogether arrived 
there, when their General led them into action 
against the strongly fortified lines of the enemy 
on the 5th of May, 1836. When he went out 
in the morning he had from 1000, to 1,200 men 
at sea; had anything occurred to prevent the 
arrival of these men, the battle must have been 
lost. He had only two guns in the field, un- 
der an inexperienced officer, when, by waiting 
a few days, he might have had six guns, and 
tolerably well-drilled gunners, commanded by 
Colonel Colquhoun ; he had nota single rocket 
in the field when he might have had hundreds ; 
and last, though not least, his Britannic Ma- 
jesty’s steamer Phoenix had not arrived; for 
it was owing to the heavy gun which she car- 
ried, and which made a breach in the strong 
posts of Lugariz, that his troops were enabled 
to enter and turn the position which the Car- 
lists had been employed for five months in for. 
tifying. Had it not been for the interference 
of his Majesty’s ship, on this occasion, the 
Legion must have been beaten, and for ever 
would it have been a slur and disgrace upon 
the name of Briton. But by the timely arri- 
vals above mentioned the disgrace and utter 
ruin of the Legion was prevented, and the men, 
from that day, raised in their own estimation, 
and an esprit de corps was established amongst 
them. It is not my intention to enter into de- 
tail upon the General’s incapacity and unfit- 
ness to command. In the first affair at Fuen- 
tarrabia, or in the affairs before Hernani, in 





* Vide Debates in the Lords, April 21, 1837. 
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August, 1835, or in that neighbourhood, from 
the 10th to the 16th of March, 1836, (or even 
in his successes) as it was only to the bravery 
of his men he owed the repulse of the attack 
of the 1st of October, or the taking of Hernani, 
in May, 1837, when there were few Carlists 
to oppose. The attack on Irun was another 
instance of good luck ; for on the evening of 
the 18th his dispositions were so bad that a 
few battalions would have routed him, and his 
artillery must have fallen into their hands, as 
the labour then to bring them into position 
was so great that it would have been impossi- 
ble to have withdrawn them. But here again 
his good fortune favoured him, and he took the 
town, and next day Fuentarrabia capitulated, 
so that on the few last days of the campaign 
the only advantage gained to the Queen of 
Spain was done by them, as they succeeded in 
getting two important frontier towns and cut- 
ting off from Don Carlos the important road 
to Tolosa.” 
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I beg your Lordships to bear in mind 
that these statements do not originate with 
absentees, or with political enemies, What 
I have just read to your Lordships is the 
opinion of an eye-witness, and that opinion 
is confirmed by other officers who were 
equally upon the spot. 

The next operation to which I shall ad- 
vert, is the attack upon Fuentarrabia, 
which Colonel Humfrey describes in 
these words— The affair was decidedly 
manqgué and redounded much to the dis- 
credit of those concerned; but the troops 
most certainly were not to blame.” And 
what does he afterwards say of the occu- 
pation of the Ametza heights by the Legion, 
which followed the failure on Fuentarra- 
bia ?* These, my Lords, are his words— 
‘From this time the war seems to have 
slept, and we continued apparently unde- 
cided whether we were to pass the winter 
in our present position, or not.” 

Early in March, the troops assembled 
at St. Sebastian’s amounted to 14, 000 men 
and something important was naturally ex- 
pected. General Evans addressed a pro- 
clamation to the Guipuscoans, announcing, 
his intention of advancing into their terri- 
tory, with a powerful force, and on the 
10th he moved forward for the purpose of 





* Fuentarrabia, the Fons Rapida of the 
Romans, is memorable for having withstood 
three sieges, viz. in 1466, 1542 and 1638, 
when the inhabitants behaved with the great- 
est gallantry. In 1794, it was taken by the 
French, after a bombardment of six days, and 
the principal fortifications destroyed. From 
that period, Fuentarrabia ceased to be a 
fortress, 
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taking Hernani. The adjacent positions 
were carried, when up comes the Infante 
Don Sebastian, with a large force, ob- 
serves the scattered positions of the Anglo- 
Christinos, and resolves upon a flank move- 
ment. The attack was so formidable and 
so unexpected, that the Spaniards gave 
way; they were followed -by others and, 
as Colonel Humfrey observes, ‘‘the whole 
of the left wing was routed, [seized with a 
panic, and beyond the power of man to 
save from disorder.” 

We all know what must have then hap. 
pened, if it had not been for the presence 
of the Royal Marines. The recital of such 
events, my Lords, is painful to me; but 
the truth cannot be concealed. I feel for 
the officers and men engaged in such an 
affair, and that your Lordships may cor- 
rectly understand what their feelings at 
the time really were, I beg permission to 
read what Colonel Humfrey says upon the 
doings of the 16th March. 


‘Tt was a day which a thousand years 
would not efface from our recollection. Mor- 
tification, rage, vexation—bitter, bitter, bitter 
annihilation to all our hopes, in the moment 
of fulfilment! And yet, when we thought of 
the masterly manner in which Villareal had 
seen at a glance how to act, (for we believe he 
was the adviser that day of Don Sebastian*) 
we could have adored him as a God, or a 
second Napoleon. Though we had been anni- 
hilated by him, he had done it in such a mas- 
terly style that we could have kissed the hand 
that chastised us.—It was some days ere 
people ventured to shew their faces again; 
and many a silent tear we have seen standing 
in the eyes of some of the spectators of that 
day’s drama, as we recalled what had hap- 
pened.” 


This movement, my Lords, might have 
been well planned; but, as it turned out, 
no reliance could be placed upon the pre- 
vious combinations. It had been arranged 
that Sarsfield was to march forward from 
Pamplona, with a large force, and that 
Espartero should move up from the side 
of Bilboa with his whole column, while 
the troops from St. Sebastian’s threatened 
Hernani. But, my Lords, unfortunately 
for the parties engaged, the snows, or some- 
thing else, prevented Sarsfield from ad- 
vancing; Espartero could not penetrate 
beyond Durango, and the Infante Don 
Sebastian, who a short time before had pro- 
ceeded to the interior, to watch Sarsfield, 





* In this the author is mistaken. General 
Moreno was the adviser of this movement. 
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aware of what was going on, suddenly re- 
turned, and the sequel J have just stated 
to your Lordships. 

Anticipating the movements of three 
corps, assembled on distant points, one 
would have thought that, before operations 
commenced, some plan ought to have been 
adopted to secure the communications and, 
in order to guard against contingencies, 
that the season of the year would also 
have been taken into account. If precau- 
tions were used, the result shews, that they 
did not succeed, and that General Evans 
moved forward, with 10,000 men, to oc- 
cupy a position which he could not hold 
with less than 30,000. That I may not 
be charged with injustice in my view of 
this affair, I beg your Lordships to bear in 
mind that General Evans, in his own 
general order of the 19th (March) acknow- 
ledges that he “deemed it expedient to 
fall back on his former position, and that 
the fruits of the victory of the preceding 
day were lost.” In his general order of 
the 21st, alluding to the same action, he 
says that “ the troops on the extreme left 
retired in disorder.” 

Every effort was now made to repair the 
losses occasioned by the Hernani disaster. 
New plans were laid and Espartero came 
by sea from Bilboa to St. Sebastian’s, with 
18,000 men, and assumed the command. 
By the end of April, a formidable force 
was ready for active operations, when the 
positions lost on the 16th March were re- 
taken, with little resistance, the Carlist 
army having, in the interval, proceeded 
towards Catalonia. The garrison evacuated 
Hernani and the Anglo-Christinos entered. 
Orders were next given to take Irun, and 
it was attacked by 12,000 men. Colonel 
Humfrey bears testimony to the gallant 
manner in which the garrison defended that 
place, and when their last strong hold was 
about to be forced, 400 men capitulated. 
The Anglo Christinos next established a 
line along the Madrid road, from Irun to 
Hernani. Such were the principal opera- 
tions of the Auxiliary Legion. 

The time for disbanding the Legion had 
now arrived. The greater part of the men 
returned to St. Sebastian’s, and, after long 
delays, were sent home. A small legion 
was next formed out of the officers and 
men who could be prevailed upon still to 
trust to the honesty of the Madrid govern- 
ment, and the command was given to 
General O’Connell. While the latter and 
Colonel Wylde were in Madrid, pressing 
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for money, the new legion was led forth 
and captured Andoain; but mark the se- 
quel, my Lords. I will state it to your 
Lordships in Colonel Humfrey’s own 
words—* About 250 British officers and 
soldiers, being surrounded and compelled 
to surrender in the church, were basely 
abandoned by their Spanish allies.” Most 
of these unfortunate beings were unhappily 
put to the sword.* 

I think I have now told your Lordships 
enough of the exploits of the Auxiliary 
Legion, old and new, and can the noble 
Viscount, or any of his colleagues, produce 
a single work—a single memoir, founded 
upon ocular testimony, to gainsay any of 
my statements? I have been long, and 
to many of your Lordships, I fear tedious ; 
but I was anxious to state these particu- 
lars to your Lordships, as many may not 
have watched the occurrences to which 
they refer with the same interest as pro- 
fessional men are in the habit of doing. 
And now let me ask your Lordships, what 
are the advantages, military or political, 
resulting from the efforts and sacrifices of 
the Auxiliary Legion? What has our in- 
terference done for the cause, in the inter- 
ests of which that Legion was embarked ? 
What has become of the old and new 
legion? I answer,that numbers of the 
men have been seen, and still are seen, 
begging in our streets, defrauded of their 
just demands, and deserted by those who 
decoyed them from their homes, 

Again, my Lords, what must military 
men think, when they see officers, return- 
ing from such a service, rewarded with 
honours such as are reserved only for 
signal deeds performed in our own ser- 
vice? What must the public think, when 
they find officers of this class distinguished 
in a manner contrary to the rules of our 
own service? It is notorious, that no 
British officer, unless he holds the rank of 
Major-General, can aspire to the honours 
conferred upon the late commander of the 
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* Upon this affair, Colonel Humfrey adds 
—‘ They (the officers and men of the Legion) 
could not dig—to beg they were ashamed ! 
So they remained and fought again at An- 
doain, and were again betrayed, abandoned 
by their dastardly allies, and butchered after 
having been forced to capitulate, having de- 
fended themselves to the last cartridge, a whole 
day and night, to give O'Connell time to res- 
cue them! England, where is thy ancient 
spirit fled? To what a pass has expediency 
reduced you? 
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Auxiliary Legion. When British officers 
see one, fresh from a foreign service, put 
over the heads of sixty in our army list, 
have they not a right to know what 
service has been performed, to merit so 
extraordinary a preference? In ordi- 
nary cases, when honours are conferred, 
the name of the individual who obtains 
them, is recorded in the Gazette, with 
a statement of the special reasons why 
those honours were so conferred? And 
was this done in the case in question ; 
or can any one name the exploit for 
which General Evans was decorated ? 

The noble Viscount also selected a 
civil employé to share in those distinc- 
tions which he had it in his power to 
bestow. That gentleman, I make no 
doubt, is a great diplomatist—a most 
useful person perhaps; but, let me ask, 
what commercial, or other advantages 
has he obtained for us in return for our 
alliance, or to entitle him to a reward of 
merit? The only memorable thing 1 
recollect him to have done in Madrid, 
is, that he once addressed a dinner 
speech to a mixed assembly, in which 
he exultingly foretold that liberty was 
about to triumph in the Peninsula, and 
that the despotic powers of the East 
would soon find there was an alliance, 
now formed in the West, capable of 
rousing the energies of the free nations 
composing it. These prophecies drew 
forth plaudits from the admiring parties 
assembled round the festive board ;* but 
have they been realized? I think the 
noble Viscount opposite will recollect 
that speech, because it was animadverted 
upon by the noble Duke behind me, as 
well as by other noble Lords. 

I feel it impossible, my Lords, to pur- 
sue this subject through all its bearings. 
I should engross too much of your Lord- 
ships’ time ; but I was extremely desirous 
of establishing the positions which I have, 
from time to time, advanced in your 
Lordships’ house, upon this protracted and 
unfortunate contest, by referring to com- 
petent authorities, such as are entitled to 
credit. This is the only way of deciding 
which side of the House has so far been 
right upon this important question. After 
so many promises and professions—after 
all the hopes and expectations, expressed 
by her Majesty’s Ministers, and so many 





* This dinner took place at the end of Feb. 
1837. 
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schemes of conquest and dreams of glory 
on the part of those to whom the direction 
of the affairs of the Legion was intrusted, 
some one, or other, must have been wrong 
—egregiously wrong in his calculations. 
Where the blame rests, others may think 
as they like; but, for my own part, I 
charge Ministers with never having under- 
stood the Spanish question from beginning 
toend. Events have proved, that their 
information upon it has been all along de- 
fective. 

Before I sit down, there is, however, 
one point more to which I beg your Lord- 
ships’ permission to advert. I am not in- 
clined to indulge in prophecies—I prefer 
facts ; but the noble Baron opposite (Hol- 
land), I recollect, not long ago expressed 
it as his opinion, that Don Carlos is not 
now in a better situation than he was be- 
fore. In reply, I must say, that I enter- 
tain avery different opinion. I have care- 
fully watched passing events, and studied 
the results. I have endeavoured to pro- 
vide myself with the best information I 
could, and according to the returns which 
I hold in my hand, (and if the noble Baron 
has more accurate information, I should 
be glad to see it produced) the Carlist 
forces, operating in the various provinces, 
now exceed 136,000 men, principally 
armed with muskets, wrested from their 
enemies hands—muskets originally sup- 
plied from our dépéts, a service which un- 
knowingly Ministers have rendered to that 
cause to which they were opposed. 

Now, your Lordships will recollect, that 
wien the Spanish question was first agi- 
tated in this House, the greatest total 
force then allowed to Don Carlos was 
about 30 or 35,000 men. Some noble 
Lords would not grant him so many, and 
yet besides defeating three armies sent 
against him, he has made an end of two 
foreign legions, and a third one thought it 
expedient to withdraw. Several expedi- 
tions have also gone forth, some of them 
to the other extremity of Spain, and a 
complete system of opposition has also 
been organized in Catalonia, Valencia, 
and Lower Aragon. Don Carlos himself 
last year was actually near the gates of 
Madrid. 

And does not this show, that the posi- 
tion of Don Carlos is bettered? He has 
now a total force, equal, I have reason to 
believe, to the one just named, a large 
proportion of which is composed of de- 
serters from his enemies ranks, and, as far 
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as it is possible to judge from the desul- 
tory movements constantly taking place, 
that force is distributed in this manner. 


Navarre and Basque Provinces . 63,500 
Castilians employed in expeditions 12,000 
Valencia and Lower Aragon . . 26,000 
Catalonia ° ° ° . « 18,000 
La Mancha and Toledo . - « 5,150 
Galicia . ° . . - 2,400 
Estremadura ° ‘ . - 2,600 
Andalusia : : . - 2,800 
Two Castiles and Leon . - 4,200 


Total . . 136,650 





And does not the noble Baron think, 
that these are symptoms of improvement ? 
What, then, have we gained by our inter- 
ference? I willtell your Lordships. We 
have exasperated one party, and disap- 
pointed the other, for it is a fact that the 
Christinos are not grateful for our services, 
They imagine that we have not done 
enough. In their hearts, they dislike our 
interference, and only accepted it because 
they could not help themselves. 

I do not pretend to anticipate what will 
be the issue of the contest, the contending 
parties are so nearly balanced, but I do 
say, that the result of our experiment 
being such as I have described to your 
Lordships, in God’s name let us withdraw 
from the contest, and involve ourselves 
no further in disgrace. The responsi- 
bility of what is going on, chiefly rests 
upon us. We are feeding a war which 
we cannot terminate, by such means, at 
least, as those which we have adopted. 
The whole history of our intervention, 
whether we trace it in the deeds of the 
Legion, or in our diplomatic transactions, 
exhibits weakness, ignorance, and I must 
add, wickedness. Spain is a chaos, out 
of which it has been found impossible 
to establish any thing like order. Leave, 
then, the natives to settle their own 
quarrels—let both parties have fair play. 

But, if our errors in a military point 
of view are disgraceful, what, I will ask 
the noble Viscount opposite, have we 
gained by upholding changes in the in- 
stitutions of Spain, for which the in- 
habitants are not prepared — for which 
they have no relish? Yes, my Lords, 
what have her Majesty’s Ministers 
achieved by their liberal policy? Let 
us look at home. Has not that which 

we encouraged in Spain recoiled upon 
us in Canada? Has not our inter- 
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ference in the quarrels of the Peninsula 
stimulated others to interfere in ours? 
In Canada, the flame of rebellion burst 
forth, and would have been easily extin- 
guished, if it had not been fanned and 
fed by foreigners. To such a pitch did 
that rebellion rise, that Ministers were 
obliged to suspend the Canadian consti- 
tution, and amidst their difficulties, to 
appeal to the political wisdom of a right 
hon. Baronet, in the other House, to re- 
lieve them from the consequences of their 
own misconduct. While we pursued an 
ignis fatuus in Spain, the affairs of Ca- 
nada were left totally neglected. 

Such have been the fruits of our inter- 
ference—our single-handed interference, 
for France has not meddled in the Spanish 
contest as we-have done. No,—while we 
persisted in our career of folly and extra- 
vagance, she looked after more substantial 
objects. She consulted her national in- 
terests—she aimed at the aggrandizement 
of her commerce. Feeling the want of 
colonies, she turned her attention to 
Algiers, and the moment being propi- 
tious, took possession of that important 
position, in spite of former remonstrances 
of anoble Earl at the head of the Foreign 
Department. Her Majesty’s Ministers 
may deem this just and proper, the con- 
sequences may not disturb their slumbers, 
they may be satisfied with their own plans; 
but it is to be hoped, that the noble Vis- 
count will lay aside his indifference, and 
tell the country how far the French are to 
push their conquests in Africa. 

I have now to thank your Lordships for 
the patience with which you have listened 
to my statements. Notwithstanding the 
apathy which prevails upon Spanish af- 
fairs, I feel that this subject daily becomes 
more serious and critical. Before us we 
have a gulf-—a frightful gulf that widens 
and deepens upon us the further we 
proceed. Let us therefore turn from it. 
We are engaged in an enterprise which 
cannot succeed. Every occurrence, whe- 
ther in Madrid, or at the seat of war, 
shows that the Christinos cannot put 
down the Carlists, and even if they could, 
it is questionable whether they could go- 
vern Spain. 

I shall now conclude, by moving for 
the papers of which I have given notice. 
If I obtain them, [ shall in all probability 





* His Lordship alluded to a duel in which 





his son had been engaged with M. de Meley. 
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feel myself again called upon to bring this 
subject before your Lordships, in a more 
specific form. I am fully aware, that I 
have not performed my task in a manner 
as satisfactory as I could have wished ; 
but, besides the extent and variety of the 
topics upon which I have been obliged to 
enter, for the few last days my mind has 
been much perplexed, and under consi- 
derable pzivate anxiety, which has pre- 
vented me from giving that previous at- 
tention to my labours of the evening as | 
otherwise should have done.* I there- 
fore throw myself upon your Lordships’ 
indulgence. 


“‘ That ahumble address be presented to her 
Majesty, that she will order to be laid before this 
House an estimate of all sums paid, or to be 
paid, by any British authority on account of, or 
for the use of, her Majesty, the Queen of Spain 
since the signature of the quadruple treaty. 2. 
An account of all the arms, naval and military, 
horses, provisions, or other supplies, furnished 
by any public department, or supplied from 
her Majesty’s ships serving on the coast of 
Spain, or elsewhere, for the use of the forces 
of the Queen of Spain, or of the British Aux- 
iliary Legion, since the signature of the said 
treaty, together with an account of the value of 
the same. 3. Anaccount and estimate of all 
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supplies made to vessels of war belonging to 
the re ne of Spain, and the amount of 


all the expenses for refitting or repairing Spa- 
nish vessels in our ports. 4. An account of 
the number of marines, marine artillery, en- 
gineers, and seamen of her Majesty’s services, 
that have been employed in the Basque pro- 
vinces, and the extra expenses thereby incurred 
to the country since the signature of the qnad- 
ruple treaty. Also, the commissariat stores and 
provisions landed from her Majesty’s ships for 
the supply of the above troops, and the amount 
thereof. 5. A return of the particulars and amount 
of the pay and claims, owing, and in arrear, 
from the Spanish government to the officers, 
being British subjects, of the Auxiliary Legion 
as far as is known to the Government. 6. Co- 
pies or extracts of all correspondence rela- 
tive to their pay and demands, which have 
peas between the officers of the Legion and 

er Majesty’s Government. 7. Copies of ex- 
tracts of the original contracts or engagements 
entered into by the government of Spain, or 
through their ambassador, with any of her 
Majesty’s Ministers or officers in command, 
or in her Majesty’s service, respecting any en- 
gagements of British subjects serving under 
any order in council. 8. Copies or extracts 
of General Alava’s letter praying a special 
order to raise in the United Kingdom a body 
of 10,000 men, and Lord Palmerston’s letter 
dated June 11, 1835, stating, that it was the 
intention of his Majesty’s Government to give 
every encouragement to halfpay officers to 
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avail themselves of the permission granted to 
his Majesty’s subjects. 9. Copies or extracts 
of any correspondence between the Foreign- 
office and Colonel Wylde relating to the re-or- 
ganization of the late British Auxiliary Legion. 
10. Copies or extracts of any correspondence 
relating to the payment for supplies, to her 
Majesty’s Government, from that of the Queen 
of Spain, with any statement of any sums or 
securities received. 11. Copies or extracts 
of all remonstrances and applications made to 
the Queen of Spain’s Government regarding 
the war (since the last papers presented to 
the House), and showing to any, and what fur- 
ther steps had been taken to promote the ob- 
servance of the Eliot Convention. 12. And, 
lastly, (and to this part he had intended to 
call attention, but it had escaped him), for 
copies or extracts of any late communication 
between the Admiralty and Lord John Hay 
relative to promising the interference of the 
Government in the Basque provinces.” 


Viscount Melbourne said, with respect 
to the motion with which the noble Lord 
has concluded, I shall begin by referring 
to it, and 1 have certainly no objection to 
the production of the greater part of the 
information for which he has moved. 
There are parts of the address which it is 
so obvious ought not to be complied with, 
that I am sure I shall have to do nothing 
more than to name them, in order to prove 
to the noble Lord and to the House, that 
an order cannot be made respecting them. 
The fourth resolution calls for ‘* An ac- 
count of the number of marines, marine 
artillery, engineers, and seamen of her 
Majesty’s services, that have been employed 
in the Basque provinces, and the extra 
expenses thereby incurred to the country 
since the signature of the Quadruple 
Treaty. Also the commissariat stores and 
provisions landed from her Majesty’s ships 
for the supply of the above troops, and the 
amount thereof.” It is evidently im- 
proper to call for the numbers and dis 
tribution of a force, the operations of which 
are still in progress. The noble Lord 
next asks for “* a return of the particulars 
and amount of the pay and claims owing 
and in arrear from the Spanish government 
to the officers, being British subjects, of 
the Auxiliary Legion, as far as is known 
to the Government.” Now, that is an 
account between the officers in the em- 
ployment of a foreign power and that fo- 
reign power, relating to the demands 
which they have on that government, and 
her Majesty’s Ministers not being in 
possession of it, of course it cannot be 
given. ‘* And, lastly, for copies or ex. 
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tracts of any late communication between 
the Admiralty and Lord John Hay relative 
to promising the interference of the Go- 
vernment in the Basque provinces.” I 
don’t say, that any paper of that sort has 
been issued ; but if it has, it relates to a 
matter at present pending, and certainly 
could not be produced without proving 
prejudicial and injurious to the public 
service. But in acceding to the produc- 
tion of those papers, I beg leave to say, 
that I do not mean to express the slightest 
accordonee with any part of the speech 
vn hich the neble Lord has prefaced 
‘ruetion. In fact the moiton did not 
equire so long a speech io support 

sna the information which it asked 
vog.' he veey properly given to the House 
“ve public without reference to any of 
‘ye govesral arguments which the noble 
hiord has adduced; and as the speech 
forms a very unnecessary preliminary to 
te motion for these papers, so the motion 
for papers is a very lame and impotent 
conclusion to the speech of the noble 
Lord, because, if all his observations on 
the conduct of her majesty’s Government 
be correct—if that conduct has been so 
base and perfidious—if it has presented 
such a tissue and compound of fraud and 
treachery—if it has forfeited all claim to 
the approbation of the country, hazarded 
so many evil consequences, and produced 
so much injury to the public character and 
general relations of England, unquestion- 
ably the noble Lord ought to have followed 
up his speech by a motion of a stronger 
character, namely, for the removal of an 
Administration on account of incapacity 
and weakness, which, according to the 
noble Lord’s statement, had so be- 
trayed the honour, the welfare, and 
the safety, of the country. But, my 
Lords, I really feel myself relieved from 
going into a great deal of the general rea- 
soning of the noble Lord with regard to 
the proceedings taken towards Spain, and 
the policy in which the war originated. 
The noble Lord began by making a strong 
and bold statement of the motives by 
which he was actuated in bringing forward 
this motion. He said, “I wish to give 
the Government an opportunity of supply- 
ing us with an account of the conduct 
which they have pursued, which they are 
pursuing, and which they mean hereafter 
to pursue: in fact, the origin and ground 
of my motion is, that Ministers should 
give us an account of their stewardship ;” 
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but in the course of his speech the real 
motive of the noble Lord sprung out, for 
he declared, that the only reason of his 
speaking, not at such length, but at all, 
was to enforce the claims which the offi- 
cers of the Legion had put into his hands, 
and that that was the principal object of 
his motion. It is evident, if that is the 
object which he has now in view, that the 
quadruple treaty, the suspension of the 
order in council, the enlistment, all the 
evils, all the misfortunes, all the disgraces, 
and all the defeats arising out of the Span- 
ish war, are, in his mind, of subordinate 
importance to the great object of com- 
pelling the Spanish Government to dis- 
charge the arrears of pay and allowance 
due to the officers of the Legion. That 
subject the noble Lord has told us he will 
never leave till he accomplishes, and that 
he will do so as certainly as he effected 
the liberation of the twenty-seven Carlist 
prisoners sent off to Porto Rico. I am 
justified, then, in assuming that it is to 
the accomplishment of that purpose his 
resolutions are directed. With respect to 
the general principles on which we acted 
in the Spanish war, the policy which was 
adopted was conceived to be best calcu- 
lated to secure the independence of Spain, 
the continuance of peace, and the safety 
of Great Britain. I will not go back to 
the circumstances in which the war ori- 
ginated, to the death of Ferdinand, the 
will of Ferdinand, and the recognition of 
the Queen, up to which we are all agreed : 
at least in all the discussions on the sub- 
ject I never heard that anybody con- 
demned the recognition of the Queen. 
That event was followed by the quadruple 
treaty— by Don Carlos leaving Portugal, 
coming to England, and going to Spain 
when the war broke out in the Basque 
provinces. I must say, that when the war 
broke out the obvious policy of England 
struck us to be putting an end to the war, 
or concluding it as speedily as possible. 
I know very well, that there are different 
opinions on this question in Europe—that 
it is received not as a common’ case of 
disputed succession. I know very well 
that the great principles which divided 
Europe as to constitutional or arbitrary 
Governments must lead others to look at 
this subject in a different view from that 
in which I regard it, and that the dif- 
ferences in opinion which exist are to a 
certain degree irreconcileable, and must 
prevent that harmony and union in the 


Spain: 





841 


proceedings of the different nations which 
might otherwise prevail; but I feel bound 
to say, from all the knowledge which I 
have of what is going on in Europe, as 
well as from the character of their sove- 
reigns and ministers, that in every one of 
their cabinets there is a most anxious 
desire to preserve peace and to make all 
the sacrifices compatible with their par- 
ticular interests and views in order to 
secure that object. I am perfectly aware 
that there were persons of great expe- 
rience and discrimination who, though 
they were as anxious as we could be for a 
settlement of the affairs of Spain, thought 
that the course we pursued in recognizing 
a comparatively constitutional government 
would lead not to a final adjustment of 
the difficulties in that country, but to 
greater disturbances. But I was not of 
that opinion. I have great reliance on 
our plan for curing the present evil—for 
meeting the present difficulty; and I do 
think that, for the purpose of securing 
that object—for the purpose of securing 
the peace of Spain, whose interests must, 
in all probability, be wound up with Por- 
tugal, in whose welfare and connexion 
with Spain we were deeply concerned, we 
were bound to do everything in our power 
to terminate the hostilities which originated 
in the northern provinces of Spain. It 
was for that purpose that I, for one, 
adopted those measures, against some part 
of which I do not mean to say, that objec. 
tions may not be urged, and which un- 
questionably have not been as speedily 
and immediately successful as a person 
might be naturally led to anticipate. But 
the noble Lord passed over this part of 
the subject with comparative lightness. 
It is true he read some opinions of ours as 
to the success of the Legion when em- 
barking for Spain, and those which he 
read were certainly not very sanguine. 
And with respect to the passage quoted as 
mine I disclaim having ever said, that the 
sending out of the Legion would lead to 
the “ immediate” pacification of Spain, or 
used any expression tantamount to that; 
but if the noble Lord means to say, that 
the war has gone on longer than we ex- 
pected or hoped and wished when we 
proffered our assistance, and Don Carlos 
has found greater support and resources 
than we expected, and that the war has 
turned out to be a matter of more diffi- 
culty and endurance than we at first ima- 
gined, I am perfectly ready to admit that, 
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It is impossible to deny it; but at the 
same time I do say, that the course we 
pursued had for its object to put a speedy 
termination to the war, that that was a 
wise and prudent object, and that it re- 
quired and justified the sacrifices which 
we then made. These are the general 
grounds on which I have acted in this 
matter—these are the general objects we 
have had in view, and your Lordships are 
well aware of the means we have taken 
to secure them. The noble Lord told us, 
he was certain he should have to make a 
long speech, and he has unquestionably 
kept his word. The noble Lord has ad- 
verted to most of the proceedings of the 
war, and to most of the great events which 
have happened in the course of it, but he 
has gone through them in so desultory 
and unconnected a manner that I can 
hardly find one point on which to defend 
that conduct, so bitterly and severely 
impugned. The noble Lord adverted to 
the Durango decree, and said, that he 
could not justify it, as it was impossible 
that it could be justified. He says, that 
decree would not have been issued if we 
had not issued the order in council. That 
decree was directed against foreigners 
who came to Spain, and the noble Lord 
was possibly right in arguing that the 
Legion must be included in its ope- 
ration. But that forms no justification 
for its having been issued, especially 
when it is recollected that it was not 
the act (as was the case with regard to 
similar practices enjoined on the side of 
the Queen) of officers, soldiers, or unau- 
thorised persons acting contrary to the 
directions of the Government, and in- 
curring by it their displeasure, but that the 
Durango decree was the act of the Go- 
vernment itself, claiming to rule, and 
sanctioning by its authority a mode of 
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warfare of such unparatleled horror and 
atrocity that we know nothing}. : 


modern times. The noble Lord bxs 
made an observation, on which * cacnct 
help commenting, on some order samt ts 
Canada, which are like the Duraneo « . 
cree. What the noble lard ecald os i 
to or mean by such an cicrvation } ln. 
not; but when he state: cuat whai load 
in this House led the Legion to embark in 
the service of the Spanish Government 
under the conception that the Durango 
decree was not authentic, or that they 
would not be included in it, I must ex- 
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suppose, considering the period at which 
they left this country for Spain, that the 
men of the Legion were in ignorance of 
the state of the war, of the Durango de- 
cree, or of the risks and dangers to which 
they must be exposed by joining that ser- 
vice, The noble Lord relied very much 
on what was done by Colonel Wylde on 
the reorganisation of the Legion. Un- 
doubtedly Colonel Wylde took a part in 
the reorganisation of that body, but I can 
state most distinctly on the authority of 
that officer, that he did so entirely on his 
own responsibility; and that he stated, 
that he could not in any respect answer 
for the Government undertaking that the 
contracts then made should be fulfilled. 
The noble Lord, on a former occasion, 
pressed very much the appointment of a 
commission to consider the claims of the 
officers. ‘The commission, however, is no 
sooner established and the persons who 
are to form it arrived, than the noble Lord 
expresses his extreme dissatisfaction with 
it, says it is of no use, and that it is without 
funds. Now, until that commission have 
ascertained the claims of these officers, 
the nonfulfilment of which, I admit, has 
placed them ina very distressing situation, 
and one which entitles them to great com- 
miseration, I can say no more than that 
the Government will use its utmost good 
offices with that of Spain, in order to 
procure the satisfaction of those claims. 
I have seen the plans proposed for enabling 
the Government of Spain to fulfil the 
demands against it. These plans involve 
a great change in the financial system, 
and in the commercial system of that 
country; and no doubt they are founded 
in sound principles, no doubt they are 
right, and if they were to be adopted 
would lead to great benefit. But at the 
same time there is a difference between 
recommending a plan of this kind and 
forcing great changes of financial and 
commercial policy upon that Government. 
The noble Lord afterwards went into a 
long and minute account of the military 
operations of the past campaign, derived 
from a great many documents and papers, 
The noble Lord began this part of his 
speech by saying how imprudent it was, 
even for him, a general officer, to comment 
upon operations in the field of which he 
had not been a witness. Now, if the 
noble Lord feels this incompetency in his 
own case to comment upon these opera- 
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justified in offering any opinion on the 
subject; and I certainly think, that it 
would have been better if the noble Lord, 
acting upon the principle which he laid 
down, had abstained from the observations 
which he has made with a view of depre- 
ciating the character and detracting from 
the merit of those who were engaged in 
these operations and those who com- 
manded them. The noble Lord, amongst 
other things, read letters from officers in 
these furces severely commenting upon the 
conduct of their commanders. Now, as 
for any importance which should be at- 
tached to such authorities, I perfectly re- 
collect, that when the noble Duke was 
engaged in those operations in Spain, of 
which but one opinion exists at the pre- 
sent day, the whole town teemed with 
letters from various parties condemning 
those very operations which the noble 
Duke was then conducting, and, there- 
fore, I do not think, that any great stress 
should be laid upon testimony of this sort. 
I must again repeat, however, that I think 
the noble Lord would have done better in 
abstaining from those very severe com- 
ments in which he has indulged, and 
upon matters of which, according to his 
own doctrine, he is, under the circum- 
stances, but ill qualified to judge. The 
noble Marquess has commented severely 
also upon the military honours which have 
been accorded to the officers engaged in 
this service, and the civil honours con- 
ferred upon the person who now represents 
her Majesty at Madrid. Now, I certainly 
consider those honours to be well and 
worthily bestowed ; but, at the same time, 
that is not a matter in which I should urge 
my individual opinion; I leave it, there- 
fore, to the public to decide upon that 
question. I do think, however, that the 
abilities and the career of both those Gen- 
tlemen, the one in a military, the other in 
a civil capacity, and the services they have 
both performed, are such as fully to 
entitle them to the honours which have 
been conferred upon them. I have now, 
my Lords, stated the general principles 
upon which I have acted, and the grounds 
and reasons for the advice which I have 
given to his late and to her present Ma- 
jesty, in regard to the proceedings and 
operations in the Peninsula; I have ad- 
verted to all the points in the noble Lord’s 
speech which appear to me to demand a 
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reply or notice at the present moment, 


tions, I certainly feel, that I should not be | and I have stated, also, the course which 
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1 intend to pursue with respect to the 
motion which the noble Lord has made. 
Lord Lyndhurst hoped, that even at 
this period of the discussion, considering 
the importance of the subject, and the 
magnitude of the relations it involved, he 
should be pardoned for offering a few ob- 
servations. He agreed entirely with the 
noble Marquess near him that the general 
question was one of deep interest, for 
every question must be one of deep in- 
terest that was connected with the cha- 
racter and reputation of the country. 
Various persons with whom he had spoken 
lately regarding the motion of the noble 
Marquess had told him that it was ill- 
judged, that the subject was past, and 
that there was no use in reviving it. He 
entertained a very different opinion on 
this subject. On former occasions, when 
this question was brought forward in the 
other House of Parliament and before 
their Lordships, they were asked to wait 
for the result of the operations proceed- 
ing; they were told, that they were too 
desponding, that they were misled ; their 
apprehensions were answered by brilliant 
anticipations of the success of the policy 
of her Majesty’s Government. Now that 
the catastrophe, if he might so charac- 
terise it, was past, they were in a situation 
calmly and deliberately to consider what 
the policy of her Majesty’s Ministers had 
been, in order that they might be enabled 
to form something like a correct judgment 
of the manner in which the foreign policy 
of Britain would be hereafter conducted, 
if it were directed by the same men, and 
on the same principles. It was not a 
little amusing to advert to those predict- 
ions to which the noble Marquess had 
referred. The noble Viscount said, that 
they did not breathe a very sanguine an- 
ticipation of success. Scarcely so san- 
guine, indeed, he admitted, as those of 
the noble Lord, the Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs, in whose department the greater 
part of the business rested. At the time 
when these declarations were made, that 
noble Lord was even facetious; for he 
talked of Don Carlos being concealed in 
modest retirement amidst the mountains 
and caves of Biscay, and said he was de- 
sirous of pinning Opposition Members to 
their predictions of disaster, boasting that 
he desired to be tried by the same test, 
that he wished to await the result, that 
he would stake his reputation for political 
sagacity on the result of these measures. 
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The noble Viscount had told him, that he 
himself was not very confident in his pre- 
dictions. He admitted it. Though whe- 
ther the fact should be ascribed to caution 
or indifference, he would not undertake 
to say ; but certainly the noble Viscount 
did in substance state what the noble 
Marquess had represented, that he ex- 
pected a speedy and successful issue to 
the measures then in operation. So ge- 
neral, in short, was this sanguine confi- 
dence among the Members of the Admi- 
nistration, that it had extended to a 
quarter which he should hardly have 
expected—the noble Earl at the head of 
the Admiralty. That noble Earl stated 
at the time in question, that he expected 
General Evans would go on in the same 
successful course he had hitherto pur- 
sued. The truth of that prediction was 
remarkable. At all events, it showed 
that the noble Earl did not share in that 
faculty supposed to be peculiar to the 
subjects of that part of the kingdom from 
which he came. For at the very time 
when he was stating in their Lordships’ 
House his confidence that the career of 
General Evans would be one of triumph- 
ant success, that officer was retreating to 
St. Sebastian, from an unsuccessful at- 
tack on Fontarabia. The noble Baron 
too (Lord Holland) said, he had made no 
prediction. What was stated by the 
noble Marquess as having been spoken by 
him did not amount to a prediction; it 
was a statement of opinion made as to 
the existing state of things, with reference 
to past circumstances. But even the 
noble Baron was a party, at least he pre- 
sumed so, to a prophetic act of her Ma- 
jesty’s Government, showing at least as 
much strength of confidence as anything 
they had said in that House. For so 
confident was the Government of the suc- 
cess of the military operations then going 
on—so certain that General Evans, in 
concert with the armies of the Queen of 
Spain, would speedily put down the bands 
of Don Carlos, and that he would become 
a fugitive and a vagabond—so satisfied 
and confident were they of his fall, that 
they thought it right to prepare for it. 
And, accordingly, what did they do? 
That to which, he had no doubt, the noble 
Baron was a party. They issued an order 
directing her Majesty’s ships not to re- 
ceive Don Carlos on board, in case he 
should seek protection under her Ma- 
jesty’s flag. The noble Baron, then, was 
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also one of the prophets. Compare, then, 
the state of things at the present day with 
that which a short time since existed. 
At present Don Carlos was in possession of 
the greater part of the province of Upper 
Arragon, and of the whole of the exten. 
sive province of Catalonia. He wished 
that the noble Viscount, who was now at 
the head of foreign affairs, and who had 
ventured to stake his political reputation 
upon the success of the policy which he 
had pursued with respect to the civil war 
now raging in Spain, would contrast the 
state of things in that country at the 
time when he made that presumptuous 
boast, with the state of things there at 
the present moment at which he had the 
honour of addressing their Lordships. 
He, for one, had always condemned our 
intervention in the civil disputes of Spain. 
He had condemned it as unwise in itself, 
and as a measure not called for by British 
interests. He had condemned it the more 
strongly, because it had proceeded from 
a party which, during all the period of 
his early life, had been most vehement in 
its condemnation of any armed inter- 
vention by one country in the domestic 
affairs of another. He condemned it also 
as forming an example, which was likely 
at some future, and that no very distant 
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period, to be turned against ourselves, 
and might prove eminently prejudicial to 


our own interests. Moreover, he con- 
demned it on another ground—and that 
was, that if we were bound to interfere at 
all, it was due to the greatness of England 
and to the proud position which she occu- 
pied among the nations of the world, to 
intervene in a manner consistent with that 
position and with the glory in arms which 
she sustained for so many centuries. What, 
he would ask, was the alleged ground of 
our intervention? That we were endea- 
vouring to establish the principles of con- 
stitutional liberty in Spain. On that 
ground it had been justified over and over 
again in both Houses of Parliament. And 
in what way were we supporting these 
principles of constitutional liberty? Why, 
by sending out a large body of troops to 
attack a people who had not injured us—- 
to attack a people who were friendly to 
British interests and to British connexion 
—to attack a people whose institutions 
were as free as our own—to attack a 
people who, whenever their institutions 
had been assailed,- had always fought and 
defended them successfully against all 
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opposition. Nothing, depend upon it, 
was more illiberal than pretended liberal- 
ism. Freedom must be established ac- 
cording to its standard or not at all. It 
would bind men to institutions, instead of 
framing institutions to suit the habits and 
dispositions of men. Never, in the his- 
tory of the world, was there to be found 
any policy more absurd, but at the same 
time more mischievous, than that on which 
he had just been commenting. The noble 
Viscount had also adverted to the treaty 
of quadruple alliance, as it was commonly 
called, and here he would avail himself of 
the opportunity to say a word or two on 
the principle on which that treaty had 
been defended in the other House of Par- 
liament. It had there been openly avowed, 
that it was desirable to form an alliance of 
the Powers of the west, that was, of France 
and of England, and of constitutional Spain 
and of constitutional Portugal, for that 
was the phrase, to resist the mandates of 
the arbitrary Powers of the north. Never 
was policy so mischievously conceived be- 
fore by the mind of man. He would not 
enter into any discussion of what would 
have been the results of that policy, had 
it been successful; for, fortunately for the 
peace of Europe, it had signally failed. 
He would not enter into any discussion of 
the policy of deserting all our old alliances 
which had been formed and fostered by 
our best and greatest statesmen, for the 
sake of supporting new-fangled theories. 
He would not enter into any description 
of the results which it might have pro- 
duced in promoting a war of opinion—the 
most dangerous kind of war in which any 
country could be engaged. He would 
pass over all these considerations, and 
would come at once to the consideration 
of the utter failure of this policy as a sys- 
tem. Constitutional Spain and constitu- 
tional Portugal!’ Why, so far as foreign 
Powers were affected, and as the efficacy 
of the governments of constitutional 
Spain and constitutional Portugal were 
concerned, those two countries were blotted 
completely out of the map of Europe. And 
as to France, was there any man, know- 
ing anything of the ambitious and ag- 
grandizing character of the people of 
that nation, or knowing anything of the 
sagacious but selfish policy of the able 
monarch who now swayed its sceptre, 
who would suppose that France would 
pursue anything but her own aggrandize- 
ment, or that she would sacrifice one iota 
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of her own interests to the fine-spun 
theories of the noble Viscount at the 
head of our foreign affairs? Then, again, 
as to the details of this very treaty, on 
which that noble Viscount plumed him- 
self with so much self-satisfaction. They 
had been framed by the noble Viscount 
and a foreign noble diplomatist, to whom 
the noble marquess had so pointedly al- 
luded. We were to supply arms to any 
extent which might be demanded by the 
government of Spain, and we were also 
to supply a naval force. Such was our 
obligation. But the obligation on the 
part of France was to do that which it 
was notorious to all who had watched her 
past policy that she never would do, as it 
would be injurious to the interests of her 
own subjects—namely, to blockade and 
cut off all communications between 
France and the Spanish frontiers and 
the Pyrenees. Had France performed 
that obligation? Their Lordships had 
heard it stated, and upon accurate calcu- 
lations, that her conduct in that respect 
had been from beginning to end nothing 
more than one huge fallacy. What fur- 
ther obligation was there upon France? 
There was this obligation, that she was 
to do anything which she might be 
pleased to perform in fulfilment of the 
objects of the treaty, and that was to de- 
pend entirely on the will and opinion of 
the French government, and of no other 
party whatsoever. He had heard it stated 
in this country, and he had also heard 
the statement repeated abroad, that his 
noble Friend the Duke of Wellington 
had adopted the quadruple treaty when 
he was in office, and that by adopting it 
he had made himself responsible for its 
expediency and propriety. Nothing more 
absurd than such a notion was ever ad- 
vanced by any self-styled politician. The 
noble Duke on taking office found that 
treaty in existence. It was the treaty of 
one country with another—it was the 
treaty of one sovereign with another, 
The noble Duke was therefore bound to 
carry its stipulations into execution, and 
he applied to that treaty the same prin- 
ciple which he had applied to all the 
great transactions with which his life of 
glory had been mixed up, for he had per- 
formed it, not to its letter merely, but to 
its very spirit. He had already stated 
that this country, after it had once deter- 
mined to interfere in the affairs of Spain, 
ought, in his opinion, to have made its 
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intervention of a very different character 
from that which it now unfortunately 
bore. Never was expedition so ill-judged 
as that which the noble Marquess had 
referred to. Without being himself a 
military man, he might be permitted to 
say, that such an expedition as that which 
her Majesty’s Ministers had sent out to 
Spain required that the troops engaged 
in it should be in the highest state of 
military discipline. For every man who 
knew any thing of the country to which 
that expedition was sent, knew that the 
troops would be exposed to every kind of 
hardship and privation. Every man who 
knew anything of the usual conduct of 
the government of Spain knew, that no 
reliance could be placed on it for the 
regular supply of stores, of money, or 
even of rations. He was standing in the 
presence of military men, and he asked 
them whether, if troops were to be exposed 
to privations of this nature, it was possible 
for them to achieve any thing of importance, 
unless from their habits of military disci- 
pline they were able to resist all attempts 
at insubordination. He said this, he 
repeated, in the presence of military men 
of great experience, and if he were wrong 
in saying so, there were present those who 
could correct and contradict him. The 
operations of this force were also to be 
carried on in a country of great natural 
difficulty, in which every man they met 
was an enemy, and not merely an enemy, 
but a resolute, well-disciplined, and well- 
organized enemy—an enemy thoroughly 
acquainted with the nature of the country 
and forming upon that acquaintance its 
mode of warfare. Was he wrong, then, 
in saying that to insure success in such a 
contest, the troops ought to be in the very 
highest state of military discipline? Then 
again, the troops ought to have had at 
their head a general experienced in opera- 
tions in the field, and long accustomed to 
military command. The same _ reasons 
which required that the troops should be 
in a state of high military discipline ap- 
plied with equal force to the military 
experience and talent of their general. 
How, then, stood the fact in this particular 
case? He wished to say nothing in dis« 
paragement of this corps. He was sur. 
prised, and astonished at the military spirit, 
and courage and hardihood which it had 
displayed under so many, and such trying 
privations. He wished to say nothing in dis- 
paragement of their commander, Sir De 
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Lacy Evans. But he must say this— 
which was, indeed, notorious to the whole 
world—that the troops were sent out to 
Spain unformed and even undrilled, and 
that the officer selected as their commander 
had never before commanded a regiment 
—no, not even a company, in the field. 
Was it, then, possible to expect from a 
force so raised, and so commanded, any 
other issue than that which had actually 
taken place? And was it not scandalous 
in the Members of her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to support an expedition so com- 
manded, identified, as it was, with the 
glory of our arms, and with the reputation 
of the country for warlike achievements? 
Did her Majesty’s Government err unad- 
visedly? Quite the reverse; they were 
told in terms the most distinct, precise, 
and positive, that the expedition must, of 
necessity, fail, and the causes of its failure 
were clearly and briefly pointed out. And 
by whom? By a gallant officer of great 
bravery and experience who had long 
served in Spain—he meant Sir John Elley. 
That gallant veteran had, in his place in 
the House of Commons, pointed out, even 
before the expedition sailed, what the 
conduct of the Spanish Government would 
be towards the troops it was engaging as 
auxiliaries. Even then, ‘‘ st mens non 
leva fuisset,” Ministers might have aban- 
doned the expedition, and have saved the 
country from the disgrace and disaster 
which afterwards attached to it. When 
they were talking of the way in which the 
expedition was managed, it appeared to 
him not to be unnatural that the noble 
and gallant Marquess should make those 
remarks on it, which had called forth so 
much comment and censure from the 
noble Viscount. He would not follow the 
noble Marquess through the remarks 
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the management cf an army was to main- 
tain the communications between the dif- 
ferent corps of which it consisted. It was 
not till forty-eight hours after Cordova 
had effected his retreat that General Evans 
knew anything of it, so that he would 
have been cut off by the overwhelming 
force brought against him, had he not, 
almost by a miracle, contrived to place a 
river between himself and his pursuers. 
So much as to the first operation of the 
British Legion. Now, as to the last, or 
one among the last—he meant the affair 
at Hernani. Everybody knew what the 
cause of the failure there was. It was the 
wretched position of the troops under 
General Evans, of which Villareal, with 
great dexterity, and almost instinctively, 
availed himself, in a way that excited the 
admiration of the officers of her Majesty’s 
forces, who witnessed the manceuvre. 
General Evans’s left wing was turned, and 
then a total rout and discomfiture ensued. 
He recollected, that when this question 
was last under discussion in the other 
House of Parliament, the noble Viscount 
at the head of Foreign Affairs used this 
sort of argument. He had been much 
pressed by such facts as those which he 
(Lord Lyndhurst) had just stated, and the 
noble Viscount’s observation in defence of 
the Government was, ‘*We have done 
more in this way at a less expense to the 
country than we could have done had we 
pursued any other line of conduct.” Such 
paltry, miserable, and peddling policy on 
the part of a great country he had never 
before heard of. [ Hear.”] The noble 
Baron (Lord Holland) cheered that obser- 
vation, but he would repeat it, and say, that 
it was only a peddling, huxtering sort of 
policy, that could require or admit of 
such a paltry and miserable defence. The 


which he had made on the military opera- | noble Marquess had been pleased to talk 
tions of the Spanish forces, but would | of the extent of the schemes entertained 
confine himself to touching shortly upon | by her Majesty’s Ministers with respect to 


the first and the last of the military ope- 
rations in which the British Legion was 
engaged. First, then, with regard to the 
movement from Vittoria to Arlaban. The 
troops marched in the night, the right 
wing being commanded by General Cor- 
dova, the centre by General Espartero, 
and the left wing by Sir De Lacy Evans. 
They were met by the Carlists in greater 
force than General Cordova expected, and 
he fell back in consequence upon Vittoria. 
He had always been given to understand, 
that one of the most essential points in 





the affairs of Spain, but he could not for 
his life understand how such a_ phrase 
could be applied to measures which were 
as petty in conception as they were insig- 
nificant in execution. He must now ad- 
vert to another portion of this melancholy 
subject. General Evans returned from 
Spain to England some time in June last. 
The wreck of the Legion, which the sword, 
and disease, and famine had spared, re- 
mained for some time after his departure 
at St. Sebastian to be insulted by that 
very Government which it had so ably 
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served. The survivors afterwards came 
home to England to excite the general 
commiseration of the country at the 
privations which they had suffered, 
and the wrongs which they had endured 
from the Government of Spain. That 
was not the way in which the troops 
of England were accustomed to return to 
their native shores from service in a foreign 
land. Their general, however, was re- 
warded, whilst their subordinate officers 
were treated by the Government with 
coldness, indifference, and neglect; ay, 
with coldness, indifference, and neglect 
hitherto unexampled. Give him ieave to 
say, that when the subjects of this country 
were ill-used, insulted, and defrauded by 
the government of a foreign state, it was 
the duty of the British Government to see 
that redress was afforded to them. That 
was a principle laid down by every writer 
upon international law with whose works 
he was acquainted. The noble Viscount 
said, that he had used, and that he would 
use, the good offices of the British Govern- 
ment to obtain for the suffering officers 
and men the redress to which they were 
entitled. But one year had elapsed since 
the noble Viscount had made that speech, 
and yet these poor sufferers had not ad- 
vanced one step nearer to the accomplish- 
ment of their object than they were at the 
time when he offered them the melancholy 
consolation of his good offices. There 
were cases in which a delay of justice was 
a denial of justice, and he was afraid that 
it was so here. Let their Lordships look 
at the conduct of other states with regard 
to their ill-treated subjects. Let them 
look especially to the conduct of France, 
and they would then see with what promp- 
titude and vigour she interfered to obtain 
redress for her injured subjects. Their 
Lordships had seen several instances of 
that lately. He did not mean to say, that 
in some of them France had not gone too 
far; but, at any rate, it was clear, that she 
did not err on the score of negligence and 
supineness. He had intended, when he 
first commenced his address to their Lord- 
ships, to make a few remarks on our naval 
co-operation, but he had already tres- 
passed at considerable length upon their 
indulgence, and he would not fatigue 
them by entering into a discussion on that 
subject at present. That our sailors had 
performed their duty with bravery, with 
skill, and with decision, he was not pre- 
pared to question; but he asserted, after 
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reflecting upon the result of all their 
services, that what they had achieved now 
was not commensurate with the sacrifices 
they had made; and if it were true that 
an order had been issued by the Admi- 
ralty, commanding our cruisers on the 
east coast of Spain to attack any frigates 
arriving from Sardinia, and to prevent 
them, at all’ hazards, from landing stores 
and munitions of war in that country— 
and he challenged the noble Marquess 
opposite to contradict that rumour, if he 
could—then it was more owing to the 
good fortune than to the policy of the 
Government that we were not engaged 
already in a war the most extensive that 
could happen in Europe. Here let him 
ask the House to consider for whom and 
for what it was, that we were making this 
war. ‘ We are making it,” said the noble 
and learned Lord, “ in favour of a people, 
who, in the name of liberty, have been 
guilty of more excesses and of more acts 
of rapine, assassination, and murder, than 
any other people has been guilty of since 
the days of the French Revolution. [ am 
not now speaking of the unjustifiable mur- 
ders of prisoners in cold blood—those 
enormities have unfortunately been com- 
mitted by both the parties in this civil 
contest; but I am speaking of the horrible 
cruelties and atrocities which have been 
perpetrated with so much deliberate ma- 
lignity in so many of the cities of Spain 
—witness the outrages which were per- 
petrated in the convents of Saragossa; 
witness the cold-blooded murders in the 
streets of Malaga; witness the massacres 
of prisoners held in confinement at Bar- 
celona; witness the assassinations and 
murders which take place almost daily in 
the very capital, under the very eyes of the 
constitutional Government. And what 
are the principles for which we are so 
earnestly contending? First of all, they 
were the ever-shifting and  ever-vari- 
able principles of M. Zea: then they 
were the more liberal principles of Mar- 
tinez de la Rosa, which were to produce 
the instant regeneration of Spain; then, 
when the juntas of the different provinces 
sent up their armies to Madrid, and im- 
posed Mendizabal and Calatrava as mi- 
nisters upon the Queen of Spain, they 
were the principles of Mendizabal and 
Calatrava.—-Yes, of Mendizabal and Ca- 
latrava. How long did these principles 
continue in vogue? But a very short 
time indeed ; for they were succeeded by 








cathe 





855 Spain. 


the juste milieu principles of M. Isturiz. 
And then came the military revolt of La 
Granja, under which the Cortes now 
assembled were convoked together. This is 
the people, this is the variable policy, these 
are the conflicting principles for which 
we are sacrificing the treasures, and I say 
it with sorrow, the glory of England. Am 
I wrong, then, in condemning such a 
policy? Of this, at any rate, I am sure, 
that it meets the general condemnation of 
the people of England.” 

The Earl of Carnarvon could not suffer 
this debate to pass without offering a very 
few observations to their Lordships. He 
was by no means surprised at the failure 
which had attended the interference of the 
British Government, and he thought that 
Ministers did not deserve to succeed in a 
project which was grounded on injustice 
and upon a breach of the first principles 
of the law of nations. With regard to 
the atrocities which had been committed 
in Spain, he must say, that he regretted 
extremely that mercy had not been ex- 
tended, in all instances, to the captured 
soldiers of the Legion. But there was one 
point which ought to be noticed. Al- 
though the Carlists justly maintained that 
the prisoners of the Legion were not in- 
cluded within the limits of the convention, 
their Lordships should recollect this fact, 
that the Carlists were anxious to carry into 
effect the same object, by including all the 
belligerents in one general convention of 
mercy. This proposal was rejected by the 
Christino generals, and their rejection con- 
firmed by the Government of Spain. Had 
our interference, then, had any beneficial 
influence in Spain? Had British influence 
been augmented by our operations in 
Spain? Had British interests been ad- 
vanced by the course of policy pursued by 
her Majesty’s Government? Did the 
noble Viscount conceive, that the people of 
the northern provinces of Spain, the 
most influential and energetic people of 
that country, would ever forget or forgive 
the miseries and the unprovoked op- 
pression which had been wantonly inflicted 
upon them through the interference of this 
country? The noble Viscount said, that 
this was a question between constitutional 
and arbitrary government. [Viscount Mel- 
bourne: I did not say so.] He under- 
stood the noble Viscount to say, that the 
principle was embodied in the question. 
He must say, without meaning anything 
offensive, that, of all the questions which 
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Ministers had entered upon since their 
accession to office, their Spanish policy 
had been the most discreditable and the 
most unpopular. Many of those who were 
the adherents of the noble Viscount, and 
the usual supporters of his Government in 
another place, admitted this. Their Lord- 
ships had heard a good deal of prophecies, 
and several passages had been quoted ofa 
prophetic character, but he might truly 
say, that the prophecies of the failure of 
Don Carlos were interminable; need he 
add that all these predictions had utterly 
failed. Of all the passages that had been 
read, there was no one that had excited so 
much surprise, and, indeed, indignation, 
in his mind at the time when he read it, 
as a passage in his late Majesty’s speech, 
lauding the prudent and vigorous govern- 
ment of Spain. These were the most un- 
advisable terms ever put into the mouth of 
a sovereign, for at the very time when 
they were made use of, scenes of the most 
horrible nature were daily exhibited in 
Spain, and scarcely one month had elapsed, 
when unfortunate prisoners were dragged 
from prison and butchered in the presence 
of the troops, who stood quietly by, while 
the authorities did not attempt to inter- 
fere. One of the professed objects of the 
policy of the government had been to knit 
together more closely and intimately the 
alliance between France and this country. 
He admitted, that this was an important 
object, but had the Ministers attained it ? 
Why, every public journal in this country, 
of every shade of political opinion, had 
denounced the conduct of the king of the 
French, and, in the very last debate on 
this subject in the other House of Parlia- 
ment, one of the most strenuous supporters 
of the present Government launched out 
into bitter invectives against the king of 
the French for the utter want of faith 
which he had shown with respect to the 
fulfilment of the terms of the Quadruple 
Treaty. The noble Viscount had alluded 
to the Durango decree; but had not that 
decree entirely arisen from the policy pur- 
sued by this country in sending out troops 
to Spain? That policy showed a dispo- 
sition to wound without the power to 
strike. What had been the life and soul 
of the policy that had been pursued ? The 
noble Viscount and the Members of his 
Government continually professed, that 
the object of their Government was to 
keep pace with the increasing civilization 
of the times, Why had not the noble 
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case of the Legion? If this were the 
noble Viscount’s object, he ought not to 
have encouraged men to enlist in a quarrel 
which was none of theirs, and by trans- 
ferring their allegiance to another, thus to 
trade, as it were, in the blood and miseries 
of their fellow-creatures, and all this merely 
for the hope of obtaining larger pay. 
Surely, in giving encouragement to such 
proceedings, her Majesty’s Government 
were running counter to the progress of 
civilization. He believed, that the noble 
Viscount had denied that the privileges 
claimed by the Basques existed. | Viscount 
Melbourne had not] He rejoiced to hear 
the noble Viscount say so, because he felt 
convinced that the noble Viscount would 
endeavour to prevent the suppression of 
those privileges, privileges which involved 
every right that a freeman could enjoy. 
It was impossible to admit, that the 
Basques had those rights, and yet inter- 
fere to suppress them; and he was sur- 
prised that the noble Viscount, knowing 
of the existence of those privileges, allow- 
ed the naval force of this country to be 
employed in crushing them. What harm 
had the people of the Basque provinces 
ever done to this country that we should 
endeavour to extirpate them, as if they 
were wild beasts? He looked with awe 
and apprehension at the present state of 
Europe, as he did think this was a ques- 
tion upon which arbitrary government and 
unbounded licence, to a certain degree, 
stood arrayed against each other. He did 
not think that it would be for the interest 
of this country that a general collision 
should take place. It would not be for 
the interest of this country that either 
party should be exclusively predominant. 
He thought that they ought to endeavour 
to conciliate all parties, if possible; and 
he thought, that the situation of this coun- 
try enabled them, in a great measure, to 
do so. He was sure that this was to be 
done, not by a league of the west against 
the north, but by reverting to the sound 
principle of non-intervention. It was only 
by adopting this course that he could see 
a safe passage out of the troubled sea that 
surrounded them. 

The Marquess of Lansdowne: My 
Lords, although the discussion which has 
arisen is a discussion in which the foreign 
policy of her Majesty’s Government is 
fortuitously and incidentally involved, it 
should be recollected by your Lordships 
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that neither the noble Marquess nor the 
noble and learned Lord, who comes for- 
ward on this occasion, as he occasionally 
does from time to time, to insinuate cen- 
sures against the Queen’s Government, 
has put that censure in the form of a vote, 
upon which your Lordships opinions can 
be taken. It should be recollected, also, 
that years have elapsed since the Qua- 
druple Treaty was concluded to which the 
noble and learned Lord attributes the 
most lamentable consequences. The noble 
and learned Lord, too, in that spirit of 
foresight which he claims for himself, 
should have given the House the benefit 
of it, by proposing at the time to con- 
demn the treaty of which he knew the 
mischief and could foretell the conse- 
quences, and foretell them to a much 
greater extent than he is able to substan- 
tiate them; for I appeal to your Lord- 
ships who heard the statement of the 
noble and learned Lord, whether you 
would not have supposed, that the noble 
and learned Lord was speaking at a mo- 
ment when some dire catastrophe—for the 
noble and learned Lord used the words— 
had befallen the councils of the Queen of 
Spain. [Lord Lyndhurst: 1 never used 
the word.] My attention was particularly 
called to the word catastrophe. I cer- 
tainly did not hear that word, but the 
word “catastrophe” was used. [Lord 
Lyndhurst: I used the word at the outset 
of my speech as denoting a termination 
in the classical sense of the word.] I 
accept the explanation. The noble Mar- 
quess went on to say, that what the noble 
and learned Lord said was, that the 
failure of the expedition—and fortunately 
the noble and learned Lord did not con- 
fine himself to a general statement, but 
went into evidence, from the manner of 
the noble and learned Lord’s disposing of 
which any one would have really sup- 
posed that something had happened de- 
cisive of the fate of the contest—that 
there was no chance left for the Chris- 
tinos and the Queen, and that Don 
Carlos was triumphant every where, that 
not only had he descended into the plain, 
as the noble and learned Lord had told 
them, but that he had never returned 
again to his refuge in the mountains out 
of which he came; and then the noble 
and learned Lord, who had commented 
so severely upon prophecies, told them, 
that one of the facts on which he ground. 
ed his sweeping censure, and his declara- 
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tion of the failure of the policy of the 
Queen’s ministers and of the Queen’s 
cause in Spain, was, that at this moment 
the Carlists were in possession of Upper 
Arragon. Would the noble and learned 
Lord state a single place of which Don 
Carlos was in possession, and which was 
of any consideration. And yet the noble 
and learned Lord had stated, that Don 
Carlos was in possession of the whole of 
Upper Arragon. The noble Earl (Car- 
narvon) had devoted himself to the study 
of the war of Spain—he had even pub- 
lished maps—but he was not aware of the 
manner in which the noble and learned 
Lord had profited by his absence from 
legal pursuits to inform himself upon this 
question. It appeared to him, that Don 


Carlos was not at this moment in pos- | 


session of any but one insignificant place 
in the whole province of which the noble 
and learned Lord had told them he was 
in possession, founding upon that decla- 
ration of fact, the deduction of the failure 
of the policy of the Queen’s Ministers. 
He would repeat again, that the Carlists 
were in possession of but one small town 
in Upper Arragon, called Morillos, and 
there was not a single considerable place 
in the province of which they held undis- 
puted possession. What was the case 
with regard to the other provinces? How 
many of the great towns and municipalities 
of Spain were under the control of, and in 
connection with, the Carlists? The noble 
and learned Lord said, he considered, that 
there was a termination of the contest, for 
he had a right to adopt the noble and 
learned Lord’s words. Now, if there was 
to be a termination of the contest it must 
surely terminate against the Cariists, as all 
the towns and municipalities were in the 
possession of the Christinos ; and yet he 
would not have ventured to call this a 
termination on their side, although he 
might show, that province after province, 
and town after town, had come into the 
possession of the Christino party. He 
admitted, that the Queen of Spain had 
not undisputed control over all her domi- 
nions, and he lamented, that the war had 
been so protracted ; but if he were asked 
on what side the people of Spain had de- 
clared themselves, judging that public 
opinion emanated in the way they found 
it to emanate in this country, if the towns 
were to be taken as the organs of that 
opinion, he would ask, was there any man 
that would dispute the fact, that public 
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opinion had declared itself in favour of 
the cause of the Queen of Spain. It was 
unquestionably true, that the war had 
been protracted in those provinces of the 
north in a way that wars had been fre- 
quently protracted before in Spain, and 
they knew from history what the difficulties 
in that country were against bringing a war 
to a termination, in a country where such 
differences of opinions and races existed in 
the different provinces, and where there 
was, consequently, so much difficulty in 
producing a union of action in any 
one course. But every attempt made 
by the Carlists, every thing that could be 





considered as an expedition, had broken 
down partially, or else was a decided 
failure. He perceived, that the noble and 
learned Lord, and those who wished ill to 
the Queen's cause in Spain, were ex- 
tremely disposed to blame and censure 
| the British Legion and its operations in 
Spain; and he could not but think that 
there was a good deal of merit in the 
Legion, and that it had had a considerable 
effect in damaging the cause of the Carl- 
ists, when he found it subjected to inces- 
sant attack, not to say reproach. The 
Legion had been the subject of repeated 
comments in that House and in the other 
House of Parliament. Undoubtedly he 
had been a party to the policy which per. 
mitted the Legion to go to Spain; and, 





| acting upon the same policy from time to 
time, and under certain circumstances, 
, not at one period only, but at all periods, 
_and those some of the best in the memory 
| of the people of this country, British sub- 
jects had engaged in foreign wars and in 
_ foreign countries, and more especially when 
| the doing so was combined with a national 
| object, and was agreeable to the national 
| feelings. The noble and learned Lord 
;had charged the Government, on the 
ground of a speech made in another year, 
in another place, and under other circum- 
stances, with attempting a justification of 
the policy they had pursued, on the ground 
that the greatest objects had been effected 
by the smallest means; and this the noble 
and learned Lord called a most miserable, 
peddling, huckstering policy. Doubtless, 
the sublime aspirations of the noble and 
learned Lord—if he had the conduct of 
the affairs of this country—would have in- 
duced him to take a contrary course, and 
to effect the smallest objects at the greatest 
expenditure of means. Unquestionably 
that was not the policy which this country 
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had ever pursued, or was now pursuing ; 
and when the noble and learned Lord 
stigmatised their policy as miserable and 
peddling, he should have thought, that 
the noble and learned Lord’s historical 
recollections would have suggested to him 
a period of history, and a reign which was 
usually considered most glorious in the 
history of this country, but which consisted 
of a series of those very peddling measures, 
of employing small means, of encouraging 
foreign adventurers, of countenancing 
them, and thereby producing a moral 
effect upon the balance of power in 
Europe and upon the character of this 
country abroad, with, perhaps, the smal- 
lest expenditure and sacrifice of resources 
known in any former period of history. 
But it seemed that they had acted in con- 
currence with France, and the noble and 
learned Lord stated, that this policy had 
not been followed out by France. Now, 
it was quite true, as he had stated before, 
that when the quadruple treaty was made, 
which the noble and learned Lord had not 
condemned in Parliament, nor did he pro- 
pose to condemn it, the two countries 
were bound together in a common system 
of action with regard to Spain, but they 
wisely left it open to each to use his own 
discretion as to the application of the par- 
ticular means which should be applied in 
prosecuting that policy. Whether France 
had precisely used the best means of doing 
so, was a question upon which he was not 
called upon to decide, but that France 
had been, unfaithful to the cause, that she 
had violated the treaty, he did most dis- 
tinctly deny; and he would rather confi- 
dently affirm that the result of the treaty 
had been, that the affairs of the Peninsula 
were in a much better train of settlement 
as respected internal policy, and the gene- 
ral policy of the world, than they would 
have been if that treaty had not been con- 
cluded; and when the noble Earl (the 
Earl of Carnarvon) wisely said, that it 
should be the policy of this country to 
allay angry passions, and to put an end 
to the contest between the two extreme 
parties, and not to rouse those passions 
and feelings of men to the committal of 
the horrors that were always attendant 
upon civil commotion, he would say, that 
the quadruple treaty, and the policy that 
dictated it, were better calculated to pre- 
vent that excitement that existed in Spain 
and Portugal, but more particularly in 
Spain, than if they had left the people of 
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those countries entirely to their own 
guidance, and without any sanction being 
given to the Government under which 
they lived, if they had left them to 
fight the battle out between themselves. 
It was said by the noble and learned 
Lord, that they had interfered for the 
purpose of establishing a particular 
constitution in Spain. He denied that. 
They had interfered on behalf of no par- 
ticular form of constitution. They had 
interfered for the sake of procuring legiti- 
mate government in a crisis of danger, . 
and they had endeavoured to secure to 
that government, as far as they could, the 
blessings of order and tranquillity, which 
he was sure, was the ultimate wish of all 
parties to arrive at, and, he thought, they 
were much more likely to attain this by 
interference than if the people of Spain 
were left entirely to their own means and 
resources. But Don Carlos had become 
strong in Spain, because it was supposed 
that he was the friend, the advocate, the 
representative, and the supporter of the 
JSueros of a portion of the Spaniards. It 
was upon the assertion of the fueros, or 
privileges, that his strength had depended. 
The Spaniards thought, that in asserting 
his rights they were contending for their 
privileges. When, then, a question was 
put to the Queen’s Ministers, he had to 
ask the noble Lord who put it, and who, 
he believed, was well informed as to the 
state of Spain, whether the Biscayans— 
whether those who were looking for the 
JSueros were perfectly well satisfied with 
the conduct of Don Carlos? Ifthe noble 
Lord were in possession of any such inform- 
ation, then he could only say, that it 
was very different from any intelligence 
that had reached him. He was, for his 
own part, convinced, that these privileges 
would receive from the Spanish govern- 
ment that consideration to which they 
were entitled, and that ultimately that 
question, which had been so long disputed 
would be satisfactorily arranged. Minis- 
ters desired to see the peace of the Penin- 
sula established. They had hitherto seen 
any success that had attended Don Carlos 
accompanied by a system of atrocity, at 
which, however, humanity shuddered ; 
and while he said this he was ready to 
admit, that unfortunately a course of con- 
duct had been pursued inconsistent with 
the spirit of humanity by many of those 
who were engaged in the cause to which 
Don Carlos was opposed. But while he 
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admitted this, he was prepared to say, that 
the system of atrocity and cruelty had 
peculiarly marked the career of Don Car- 
los, that it had done so from the begin- 
ning to the end of that career, and that 
the cruelties unfortunately practised on 
the other side were only practised in the 
way of recrimination upon him, who had, 
when prisoners had been taken in battle, 
ordered them to be sacrificed in cold blood. 
They then saw, that inhumanity upon the 
one side had produced a terrible reaction 
upon the other. The lawful authorities 
in Spain had not carried this system into 
operation. He was prepared to contend 
for the Queen’s party in Spain, they, at 
least, had fallen far short of Don Carlos in 
cruelty ; he would go further, and say, that 
they had acted in perfect accordance with 
that convention which, greatly to the 
credit of the noble Duke, had been origin- 
ated in his administration, and which 
was known by the name of * the Eliot Con- 
vention ;” he said, that the Queen of Spain’s 
government had acted in perfect concur- 
rence with that convention ; and he might 
add that no opportunity was lost, no occa- 
sion was allowed to pass by, in which the 
British Minister did not urge upon the 
attention of the Spanish government a 
strict adherence to that treaty, and even 
urged them to attend to it, not less for the 
sake of their own characters than for that 
of the cause in which they were engaged. 
That cause was the cause of superior civi- 
lization, of superior humanity, of superior 
attention to the feelings of mankind; and 
such being, as he felt it to be, the cause of 
the government of the Queen of Spain, 
and there being urged upon it, as there 
would on the part of her Majesty’s Ministers 
a due regard to the rights of citizens, and 
the claims of prisoners upon its mercy, 
he trusted, that these would, with other 
circumstances lead to a very different 
termination to that which had been pre- 
dicted by the noble and learned Lord. 

Lord Lyndhurst, in explanation, said, 
that he had distinctly alluded to the co- 
operation of the British Legion. When 
he spoke of the power possessed by Don 
Carlos, he had referred to his having pos- 
session of Valencia, with the exception of 
the capital, and also the whole of the 
rural districts of Catalonia and Upper 
Arragon. 

The Duke of Wellington said, that as 
probably their Lordships expected him to 
communicate his views of the present 
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state of the question, he would trouble 
the House with a few observations. The 
noble Marquess had stated fully how desira- 
ble it was, that we should avoid as much as 
possible any interference with foreign 
powers. There were two parties in Spain 
and the noble Marquess would, of course, 
not deny, that any _ interference or 
almost any species of interference that 
could be resorted to must tend to exaspe- 
rate—to render more fatal and violent any 
disputes or dissentions that might exist. 
He would not refer back to the dispute in 
Spain respecting the succession. He was 
aware, that the present Government in this 
country had nothing to sayto that question, 
that it had never been interfered in by the 
Government of this country; he was 
afraid, however, that the interference 
adopted by his late Majesty’s Government, 
through the means of the quadruple treaty, 
had been with a view to a contest between 
extreme opinions—those which supported 
the Government of Don Carlos on the 
one side, and those of the Queen and her 
daughter on the other. Those opinions, 
he believed, had influenced this country, 
and not the question of the succession. 
He objected to interfere on that ground, 
for he thought, that upon it this country 
had no right to interfere at all. According 
to the declared opinion of the present Mi- 
nistry themselves, they were disabled from 
interfering in the maintenance of extreme 
political opinions. Unfortunately, fifty 
years ago, certain extreme political opin- 
ions were forced upon a great country and 
a great part of Europe by means of large 
armies and military force, and it was ex- 
pected, that the same means would have 
succeeded in Spain. For that reason the 
British Government had interfered, and 
not on account of the disputed succession 
in this unfortunate question. He said, that 
they had no business to interfere in this 
question of succession. There might, in- 
deed, have been some pretext for inter- 
ference had any power or party in Europe 
espoused the cause of Don Carlos. But 
no such thing had occurred. [Cheers.] 
The noble Baron (Holland) cheered, but 
he appealed with confidence to the fact, 
that there was not a power in Europe 
which had stirred a finger in the question 
of succession in Spain. According to 
their principle—above all according to the 
principle professed by the noble Lord op- 
posite—the principle professed and acted 
on by this country for many years—they 
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ought to have avoided, and most particu- 
larly by arms, interfering in the Spanish 
contest. Respecting that part of the 
transaction, he had no hesitation in saying, 
that there had not been a single movement 
in favour of Don Carlos. When Don 
Carlos went into Spain in the summer of 
1834, there were not three battalions in 
the country. That was a positive fact. 
There were not less than forty fortified 
posts in possession of the Queen of Spain, 
and it was not until the year 1835, when 
the exchange of prisoners under the nego- 
tiation of Lord Eliot had taken place, that 
Don Carlos had acquired any authority, at 
which time the Queen’s army was obliged 
to take a position on the right side of the 
Ebro. That was to say, and he would 
stake his reputation on the fact, that in the 
interim, between the summer of 1834 and 
the exchange of prisoners in 1835, or in 
other words in the course of a few months, 
so much had been gained by Don Carlos 
in that part of the country, that he pos- 
sessed sufficient power to assume a posi- 
tion on the other side of that river. Ac- 
cording to the noble Marquess’s own 
principle, that of not interfering between 
two hostile parties in a nation like Spain, 
and in which a contest was being fought, 
but above all, considering the moral influ- 
ence we had gained in that country by 
means of the Eliot convention, they ought, 
by all means in their power, to have 
avoided interfering, and endeavoured to 
support the moral influence they had 
already established. Had they followed 
up that course of action, the result would, 
in all probability, have been the most 
favourable for the establishment even of 
the very party they wished well to. That 
had always been his opinion. He had 
stated before, and he now repeated with 
equal confidence, that he felt positively 
certain, that had the Government con- 
tinued that course of policy which had 
been adopted by their predecessors, who 
were in office for a few weeks only, they 
would before this have been able to in- 
terfere in such a manner as would have 
led to the settlement of the question. No 
man would venture to say, that Don Carlos 
had not met with misfortunes, or that his 
affairs had never been in a state of adver- 
sity. In what state were they now, for 
instance ? But he wanted to know, if the 
noble Lord opposite was prepared to take 
advantage of the affairs of Don Carlos at 
the present moment ? Could he have any 
VOL. XLII. {Sis 
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communication with Don Carlos? Could 
he have any influence over Don Carlos or 
the party acting with him? Or could he 
say a word to him in any one way, in his 
present or any other adverse situation that 
he might have been placed in since the 
retirement from office of the noble Lord’s 
predecessors to the present moment? It 
was absolutely impossible. The noble Lord 
had told them, certainly, that he had sent 
out an expedition, and the noble Marquess 
had informed them, that it had always 
been the policy of this country to en- 
courage such expeditions. Now, without 
meaning to assert, that that expedition 
was a dire catastrophe, he must be per- 
mitted to say, that the Legion was, in his 
opinion and conviction, a complete fail- 
ure. It had cost Spain an enormous sum 
of money, great expectations had been 
raised by it, and notwithstanding the ad- 
vantageous position of the Christinos, in 
the year 1835, the four Biscayan provinces 
and Navarre being in their hands, and the 
country in a certain degree of tranquillity, 
it was nevertheless deemed advisable to 
send it out. What was the reason? The 
Queen could not carry on the war. It was 
quite impossible so to do unless she got 
10,000 Englishmen. A Legion from Eng- 
land, and another from France. If an 
application had been made for officers, or 
for arms, or for money, or for artillery, it 
would have been somewhat reasonable; 
but asking for 10,000 men from England ! 
Spain asking for 10,000 Englishmen to 
destroy Don Carlos, who was shut up in 
the mountains, was really most ridiculous. 
The object, however, was evident enough. 
It was not to bring 10,000 or 15,000 men 
to the contest, but to bring into it the red 
coats and bluecoats of England and France, 
witha view to produce an effect. Thus wasan 
end put to that moral influence which this 
country could and ought to have exerted, 
but which can only be exercised by strict 
adherence throughout all her proceedings 
to the plain principles of justice. If she 
entered into a treaty, let her carry it 
honourably through, but not push it fur- 
ther than necessity required. He had 
said that the Legion was a failure. Of 
that he had not the slightest donbt. But 
even after that failure he strongly ad- 
vised her Majesty’s Government to with- 
draw themselves from the policy which 
had led to that failure, to adopt an honest 
course of neutrality, and see whether they 
could not in that way put an end to the 
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f t troops, such orders must upon th 
' 
I ( I | conhdential, and i by 
net ns tl le and Jearned Lord 

) | 1 instructed that orders of this 
nature had been issued by the present 
Government, he had only to hope that no 
British officer could have so far betrayed 


the confidence reposed in him as to have 
nade any such disclosure. 
Lord Lyndhurst said, he had not men- 


lipo! rh 
Guat wh 


that he 
to make this commundoication, 
o ral 


d been 


indivi atevel 


tioned to any 
Was about 
He 


ene rumour, a 


alluded to 


had spoken upon a 


in the othe: Parliament, and, 
» believed, even in that 
The Earl of Ripon said, that there was 
nothing in the treaty quadrupk alli- 
in n th ld ral artic which 
could justify us 1 tak pos 1 Ol 
s of vy friendly Powers, which, 
ippening to take ane rent \ irom 
us of the au yf iccession to thie 
crown Oj spain, t t | nea +m Cc 
\ nz suecours to Don ( los and | 
considered it exceedingly dangerous to 


prot SS a contrary doctr! 
Ty A 


The Marquis of Lon 
He 


] lor» “or | 
NALET PY ! { 
| nile replied, 
| | heer roduct : 
haa veen procuctive Ol 


considered that the present discussion 
the 
eliciting t 

Duke. 


‘eatest pos- 


highly 


a 


sible advantage 1e 


re, in 


) 
di ae 
valuable opinion of the nobl 
| 
he papers were ordered. 
i 
i hse scan peu 
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Petitions presented. By Mr. WHI 
by Mr. PEASE, from Stockton-on- 
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Colonization Bill..-By Sir Re f Mi 
chants, Shopkeepers, and others of the city of I 

and by Mr. Hurt, from Hull, in favour he B 

By Mr. O'CONNELL, from tl Hibe J t 
Bank, against th¢ ynopol f Ban I oe 
Mr. O'CONNELL, from Dublin, by Sir JAMEs G AM 
from the Grand Junction Railway (¢ p , a fre 


the Carlisle and Preston R vay ( pany, by Mr. W. 


MILEs, from the ; 
by Mr. Baines, from tl Midland Railway ¢ 
against the Ma 3 | 


FRENCH, from the S$ ( f t Roy 


Dublin, and from 
Dublin, against certain Cl 
(Ireland) Bill.—By Mr. Locu, fron 


and from Wick and Tarn, and by Sir G. SINCLAIR 











Thurso, in favour of t Su | ts (S 

and by tl Lorp-ADY E, f G ‘ ( 

and another place \i D. W. 1 EY 
from the Printers of Oxford, nst the ¢ } 
—By Mr. Gipson, fi I) Lo D N} 
from Stirling, D ‘ H tl | 
BAInes, from Leeds, by Mr. Prorue a Ha 
Rotherham, 1 by Mr. Wa 

from three pla S I 

—By Mr. W. M . ( 

Bristol, in fa f N \ 
Amendments. — I Mr. I f 

Tailors at D t | ] 

pal Bill, toy By 
SANDON, from Liver; fa r of the L I 
Bill—By Mr. WALLA&¢ t Gr f 

tion of Impressment.—By Mr. Grore, fro t I 
Churchwa } rd l { f 
St. Bartholomew, Excl against the Royal Exchang 
Building Bill. 

Smatt Deprs Scortann.] Sir W. 


Rae 
the report on the Small Debts (Scotland) 
Bill. 

The Lord wished to make 
some material alterations in the bill and 
with this view moved, that it be recom 
mitted, 

Sir W. Rae said, that it was impossibl 
to accede to the motion of his right hon. 
Friend, because if he did he should not 
be able at this period of the session to get 
the measure passed, 

Mr. Gillon would vote for t} C 
ment proposed by the Lord-Advocate, o1 


4 {dvocate 


( 
} 
? 

amcnd- 


for any other which would have the effect 
of defeating the bill. 
The House divided—Ayes il]; No 


EYP 


List of the AYES. 


moved the further consideration of 


Alsager, Capt. 
Arbuthnot, hon. H. 
Bagge, W. 

Bailey, J. 

Baring, hon. F 
Baring, hon. W. 
Barrington, Visct. 
Bell, M. 

Sentinck, Lord G. 
Bethell, R, 


Blackburne, I 

slair, J. 

Blandford, Marquess 
Boldero, H. G. 
Bramston, T, W. 
Broa lley, H. 
Brownrigg, S. 
Bruges, W. H. L. 
Burroughes, Il. 

( vlcraft, J ti 


oa a 


a 
Dalrymple, Sir A 
'D) is, Sir C. 
1) SW \\ 
1) (5 
Du Mh | 
LD | 
| I 
H ~ P 
j i 
| H 
I a 
{ \\ 
| | 
' 
( W.] 
ty ( 
es n. S | 
G S 
Grims » Vise 
[iar Sir 
ble igh 
Ilinde, J. A. 


Aglionby, Majo 
Au - 
Archbold, R 


Blak W. J. 
Bodkin, J. J 
Bowes, J. 
Brodie, W. B. 
Brotherton, J. 
Buller, | 


Campbell 


| Sul ape 


? 


{ Lime P 


) 
] l 
Low 
Nac 
Mack« d 
Via n 
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NI R.M 
VT \ Sir J 
Nee j 
Nicholl. J 
~? to 
I es 
| —G 
,M 
P t Suh 
| rt I’. 


Rose, Sir G, 
Round, C.G 
lRtus ke, ( onel 
ohaw, | I hon. IF. 
Sheppard, T. 
Sinclair, Sir G. 
Ss vy, Lord 
Ss 2 F d J. 
Nt robe 

gden, Sir E. 

- Sir 6. Be 

Yern Color | 


Wood, 1 

TEL! 
Ra S \\ 
Pringle, J 


( ry We 
Currie, R. 
Curry, W 
Divett, E. 
Dundas, C 
Dundas, F. 
Dundas, | 
I 
| 
| 
I 


Finch, F. 
French, F. 
Grey, Sir G 
Grote, G. 
Guest, J 
Handley, UH 
Harvey, D 


W.D. 


VV - 
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Hastie, A. Price, Sir R. 


Hawes, B. Protheroe, E. 
Hector, C. J. Pryme, G. 
Hindley, ¢ Rundle, J. 
Horsman, EF. Russell, Lord John 
Howick, Viscount Salwey, Colonel 
Hume, J. Sanford, E. A. 
Rutt, W.. Scholetic ld, J 
James, W. Sharpe, General 
Kinnaird, hon. A. Shelborn , Earl 
Labouchere, rt. hn. I]. Slaney, be A. 
Lambton, H. Smith, J. A. 
Lanedale, hon. ¢ Smith, oy 
Langton, W. ¢ Somers, 4 P. 
Lennox, Lord G. Speirs, A. 


Lister, E. ©. Stanley, E. J. 
Lushington, C. Stansfield, W. R. C. 
Lynch, A. H. Strickland, Sir G 
M’Tageart, J. Strutt, KE. 

Maule, hon. I’. Style, Sir C. 
Melgund, Visct. Talfourd, Se 


Milton, Visct. 
Morpeth, Visct Thornely, T. 
Morris, D. Turner, W. 
Muskett, G, A. Vigors, N. A. 
O’Connell, D. Vivian, J. H. 
O’Connell, M Vivian, Major C. 
O’Connell, M. Wallace, R. 
O’Connor, Don Warburton, H. 
O’Ferrall, R. M Ward, H. G. 

Ord, W. White, A. 

Parker, J. Williams, W. 
Parrot, J. Winnington, T. F. 
Pattison, J Winnington, H. J 
Pechell, Captain Wood, Sir M. 
Pendarves, I... W. Wrightson, W. B. 
Philips, M. TELLERS. 
Philips, G. R. Advocate, Lord 
Power, J. Gillon W. D 


The Speaker gave his casting vote in 
favour of the recommitment of the bill 
and the House went into Committee. 

Upon Clause 2 the Lord Advocate 
moved as an amendment to the clause, 
that the words ‘* 100/. Scots” be omitted, 
and 4/. ‘* sterling” inserted in their stead. 

Sir W. Rae supported the original 


clause. 
The House divided on the original | 
question — Ayes 119; Noes 110; Ma- 


jority 9. 
Bill went through the Committee and 
the House resumed. 


[The Members who divided were in 
both cases so much the same that it does 
not seem necessary to repeat the lists. ] 

New Zeartannp.] Mr. F. 


Baring 


(Thetford) moved the second reading of 


the New Zealand Bill. The hon. Mem- 
ber entered intoa statement of the cir- 
cumstances under which an Association 


had been formed for the purpose of colo- 
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nizing New Zealand, and stated, that the 
vbject of that association was the improve- 
ment of the colony. He also vindicated 
the association from various accusations, 
and complained that her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment had refused them the advantages 
ofa charter. It might be said the Go- 
vernment should establish a colony them- 
selves, but was the House prepared to 
vote 200,0002. for that purpose? What- 
ever might be the fate of this bill, it 
would be impossible to stop emigration to 
New Zealand. The hon. Member con- 
cluded by moving the second reading of 


Sir G. Gre y 
rgainst the 


should certainly vote 
second reading of the bill, 


| He must express his regret that his noble 





nisters were 


Thomson. tt haat: P. | Friend the 


Secretary-at-War was not in 


his place, because he knew his noble 
Friend did not consider himse : in the 
slightest di Orel bound by the itement 


which had been made oa that he 
had ever given his assent to the principle 
of the bill, accompanied by the details 
now printed and published to the world, 
His noble Friend certainly did last year 
suggest certain alterations with respect to 
the appropriation of the money to be de- 
rived from the sale of lands, &c., but he 
had this authority to state, that he had 
never given on the part of Government 
any assent to the bill, or any pledge to 
that effect. This bill comprised within 
itself every objection which it was intended 
to exclude from the charter proposed 
to be granted by her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. 

Sir R. Inglis was glad to find, that Mi 
determined to oppose this 
bill. We had no more right to colonize 
New Zealand by an act of the Imperial 
Legislature, than we had to colonize 
| France. New Zealand was an independ- 
ent state. We had already diplomatic 
relations with that country, and our 
cruisers had orders to respect its flag. 
The real point at issue was this-—whether 
by a bill not brought in by her Majesty’s 
Government any body of private gentle- 
men should be permitted, first to purchase 
and exercise the rights of sove reignty ina 
foreign country, and then to form laws at 
their pleasure for the country so acquired, 
He hoped that, by the concurrent opposi- 
tion of both sides of the House, that small 
section of it of which his noble Friend, the 
Member for ‘Thetford, was the representa- 
tive, would be utterly defeated in their 
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scheme of transferring to themselves one 


of the prerogatives of the British Crown. 

Mr. Hawes considered the opposition 
which her Majesty’s 
offering to this bill to be not only ill-time ad, 
but also inconsistent, or at least scarcely 
consistent with good faith. 
ty’s Government were determined to oppos 
this measure, they ought to be prepared 
to bring forward in lieu of it, fo: 
ameliorating the condition of the people 
of New Zealand, and for putting an end 


another 


Government was 


{Juni 20} New Zea 


If her Majes- | w 


to those evils which now pressed upon | 


them, and with which the Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs had been made acquainted 
by frequent representations. Had not the 
people of that country had their rights 
seriously infringed on by the missionaries, 
who had for some time past been convert- 
ing themselves into traders and holders of 


land ? It had been said, that New Ze 


aland | 


was an independent state, and that we | 


] 


were not entitled to purchase the sove- | 


reignty of it by 
opinion, there could be no harm in passing 
a bill enabling a societ 


y to hold lands in 
France, provided those lands were fairly 
purchased by treaty from the legal holders 


of them ; and that was all 

posed by this bill. He asserted, that the 
noble Secretary at War had said to a 
deputation which waited upon him that 
he would not throw cold water upon this 
project, and from that expression he had 
supposed that the noble Secretary had 
given it some sanction. He was, there- 
fore, very much surprised at the opposi- 
tion with which the Government now met 
the bill which was to carry that project 
into execution. He earnestly hoped the 
House would allow the bill to pass the 
second reading. 

Mr. W. je Gladstone 
charges had brought against the 
Church Missionary Society, that they had 
countenanced undue acquisitions of land. 
Undoubtedly, British subjects had entered 
into extensive relations with the aborigines 
of New Zealand. If they had — 
occupants of large tracts of ry was 
impossible that great complexit eet pe 
tions should not ensue. 
British settlers increased, it would be 
found necessary to provide means of ad- 
justing those disputed questions which 
must arise out of the transactions of inter- 
course and traffic. This question appeared 


that w . pro- 


7 ! | 
remarked, that 


be en 


to him to lie in a small compass. Neither 
those who opposed the measure nor those 


If the number of 


treaty. Now, in his | 
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who supported it seemed to him to make 


out a complete case. He thought, that 
more was requ ired to recrulate ¢ ur relations 
with the peo} le of New Zealar than was 
thought necessary by the Giewck \I 
sionary Society: but, « yn the other hand, 
hatever was d rie should b don Inder 
strictest and most direct responsibility, 


nts under the immediate con- 


trol of the exec 


XV Instrum 
utive and of Parliament, 


ind not by any intermediate body, removed 
from their superintendence and control. 
With regard to the relations of the new 


settlers with the native inhabitants, the 
lands distributed to them were not occu- 
pied by the aborigines to nearly the same 
extent as those proposed to be colonized 
in New Zealand. There was no evidence 
that the chiefs of New Zealand had 
parted with any of their rights of sove- 
reionty, ind it behoved the House to be 
extremely cautious how they cons¢ 


nted to 
any schem 


reill by 


for dispossessinge t 


|} underhand means. How was it possibl 
| for the House to proceed to lay the foun- 
| dat on of a new state while her Majesty's 
| Government was hostile to the plan? H 
| sl suld wish Government to init som 
measure for the regulation of our con- 


| cerns in New Z 





——E 





. hy 1@ 
Was ODVIOUS 


saland, but it 


lat it was impossible to force the present 
ll on Government, or to carry it without 
the assent ind approbation of CGoverne 
ment. a was no one subject that 
could « ize the attention of the Lecis- 
lature ih demanded more circumspec- 
tion. ‘There was no exception to the 
unvarying and melancholy story of colo- 
nization. Whenever settlers from a people 


in an advanced stave of civilization came 


into contact with the aborigines of a bar- 
barous cout try, _ the result was always 
prejudicial to parties, and most dis- 


honourable to th superior. Before estab- 
lishing a system 
similar to 


founded on pl inciples 


those advocated by the 


sup- 
porters of this bill—before end wouring 


to meet the necessities of the ease, which 


he admitted to exist—before instituting a 
plan of superintendence and control such 


as was to a certain extent required, they 
had a most difficult task to pe 
work of labour which would require much 
examination and inquiry, and which it 
was totally hopeless to go into at this 
period of the Session. 

Mr. Ward said, that the hon. Gentle- 
man who had just spoken seemed to rest 
his objection to the bill on the ground of 


rform, a 
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the insufficiency of the materials for legis- 
lation on this question. Now, it was per- 
fectly well known, that Government had 
the most ample means of collecting inform- 
ation on the subject, and that a large 
stock of information as to emigration had 
actually been collected by former Govern- 
ments, of which the present Administra- | 
tion had shown little anxiety to avail 
itself. Why should Government allow a 
fund of 200,000/. to accumulate in Aus- 
tralia, a burden to the colony, and con- 
ferring no advantage whatever on the 
mother country? The success of the 
system established by the South Australian 
Act had alrea dy proved the benefits re- 
sulting from the principle of making eml- 
gration to support itself. That colony 


was advancing rapidly in the career of 


success, and it was incredible that Go- 
vernment, with such an example before 
their eyes, could remain blind to the 
advantages which would result from an 
extention of the system to other colonies. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite admitted, 
that it might be advisable to establish a 
system of superintendence in New Zea- 
land. He (Mr. Ward) would go further, 
and say, that as Christian le; vish ators they 
ought not for a moment to delay inter- 
ference. The European visitors of New 
Zealand had entailed on it all the curses 
of civilization without its benefits. It 
was overrun with the very scum and 
refuse of our seamen; 2,000 lawless men 
had planted themselves in the country, 
constantly fomenting broils and disturb- 
ances, and committing outrages which the 
Government of this country could not 
control. The Church Missionary Society 
had no power to repress these crimes ; 
they might invoke the name of religion 
and justice, and denounce the guilt of the 
offenders, but such efforts were vain. The 
object of the bill was to give protection to 
all living within the circle over which its 
provisions extended. The hon. Member 
Opposite said, that we had no right to 
establish our sovereignty in New Zealand ; 
but would he show him what right they 
had to do so in Australia? The New | 
Zealanders might be an inferior race; but 
their rights as the inhabitants of an inde- 
pendent territory were the same. He must 
say, that from the interviews he had had 
with Members of her Majesty’s Govern- 
nent, he was surprised at the course now 
taken by them. The noble Lord, the 
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| view of the most encouraging nature which 
ho (Mr. Ward) had had with the noble 
| | ord at the head of the Government. On 
| _ occasion the principle on which the 
jcol onization of New Zealand was to be 
;conducted had been explained to the 
|noble Lords, who expressed their concur- 
jrence. He (Mr. Ward) was requested to 
arrange vith the noble Secretary at War 
ithe details of a satisfactory plan, and the 
lsugecestions of that noble Lord had been 
‘incorporated in the proposed scheme. 
Most certainly the principle on which the 
negotiation had been broken off was never 
mentioned by the noble Lord at all, nor 
(had it ever been hinted that the sup- 
porters of the plan should become a 
joint-stock company, having a pecuniary 
interest in the success of the undertaking, 
(It was not until great sacrifice of time, 
labour, and money had been made by 
those who had embarked in the undertak- 
line that the wish of Government to that 
leffect was notified to those concerned. 
The last persons who ought to oppose the 
bill were the Members of the Administra- 
tion, During the whole of his experience 
in public life, he had never known so 
-much uncertainty, vacillation, or change 
of perpen dis splayed by the Ministry 
ltowards those connected with the under- 
itaking, whom he himself, relying on the 
| faith of Government, and their professions 
lof good-will, had been a party to de- 
|luding. 

{| Viscount Howick had some right to 
| complain of the manner in which his hon. 
| Friend, the Member for Sheffield, had 
{brought forward the part he had takea 
jon this subject. It had never struck him 
jas being possible that any gentleman 
| could have conceived, that in anything he 
|had ever said on the subject, he had ever 
given encouragement to this bill in any 
}way whatever. If he had thought that 
| possi ‘le, he should have brought down to 
| the House the letters which had passed 
| between himself and the hon. Gentleman 
| about twelve months ago. Not having 
j anticipated anything of this sort, he had 
not brought down those letters, nor had he 
| referred to them, and he must speak, 
therefore, entirely from memory in the 
account which he was about to give of the 
part he took relative to this subject. He 
must say, however, that he very much 
{wished that the hon. Gentleman, as he 
jthought he ought to have done, had 


Secretary at War, was present at an inter- | brought down those letters, and from them 
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stated to the House the part which he had; had invariably refused tak part 


really taken in the affair. Speaking from | whateve: ily 
memory, then, of what passed if 1} out what \ nal defi- 
twelve months ago, he had to st to | of the | 

House, that Loid Mel ul 4 i i iad ve | iy | 


Wat { + ( 


noble secretary ol state Tf tl f iOl \ V ch O s :, i 
had appointed to meet the hor . awwlem { itm iI 


for Thetford, and other promoters 


measure On a Given a vs put, on t \ i \ | ) 3 pl 
of meeting, the noble Secretary was un O} to it n | men 
able to attend He had \ | tect i | 

the matter before, it Lord Melb t t inv t. i S 

sent to him, requesting him, havin Inieations with | 

had some connexion with colonial aflairs 1L it W V Ul 


and taking interest the subi of | Q 5 G rument uld hav ful- 


colonization, to attend in the place of | | { commiss 3 to 


Glenelg. He accordingly attended. Tl ited bv t | na sked Gen 
Gentlemen of thi gepulation toc k th t] n ft c into it, | ¥, whethel 
opportunity to stal thelr views to | )] ny iW tel a t riven 
Melbourn , Lut e n t say, the te DY ti { ? commis ) 
ment they m \ I I I y 

wd veenel | \ na us i i e. 
could have tl f oly ; 

Opinion, on | on i u 

statement. Whatt \i 

ment said, was, that, upoi sta 3 , 

they did not see al ( | il 

a coiony Mi Nev } if j | 

added, that on t po i spe I 

able that the Government ould \ t 

satisfaction previou { Vi ( ( - 
sent to anv m ul ZAtior ( q 

that the subjects of the ¢ isl inot] | I ) t | { ' i fa 
be inveigled Int » embark om ill 1y iif i \ , A tl L ( ment, in 
by which their lives and property s ate l cor | lividuais Wh 


be wantonly risked; and, cond, that/ | y id \ did no 


Security should ve rovidaed for 


justice to the aborigines These points, it | and th is cla 
was absolutely essential should ( WS, rs, W . 
blished before even the scheme cou b I n iu 

Sugere ted t the Goy lment. H . 

moreover, taken tl trou to ] t out : rted m 

to the parties certa n partie rs. regal : Jans if the parti \ 
to which the scheme, 1 ul irst a isu rorh | i i 
of it, was obviously deficient. bi i) I if : ym - if 


Friend, the Member | Sheffield, t quest "\ 
written to him on the subject, and he, 1 

re ply, stated what were the views of | 1 i San 1, by an A a 
Government, and what the securities and | | 1 measure of this kind, which 
checks they thought absolutely essential. | it was provided that the schen 

His hon. Friend said, ‘*1 am willing toi ca 1 y means of a borrowed capital. 
make the bill just what you like. His; bearing tterest of 102. per cent. J 
answer was, ‘‘ 1 never undertook to mak {] cnew how very easy it ¥ to in- 
a bill, or to concoct a measure which iu persons who had smail 0 left 
should be unobjectionable. I only say,| them to embark in speculat f this 
that having taken much interest in the , kind, and he did say, that Government 
affairs of the colonies, I should be very would not have done its di ) giving its 


glad to see a measure of a satisfactory sanction to a 
” 


nature.” Till, within a very short time, he | The hon. Gentlem uid, that Parla 
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ment had already sanctioned hat principle | founded. The noble Viscount concluded 
with respect to the colony of South | by repeating his determination to vote 
Australia, and that the colony was doing { against the second reading of the bill. 
so well, that they would | ustined in ¢ )- Mr. Hutt thoucht, that the plan of this 
tinuing tl option of that principle. | | ll was entitled to support, if they referred 
Now, het t } bted | to what had been done in the colonization 
whether t ith I n ] had} of South Australia. Within the space of 
rive ex lay wand a half the colony established 
that for its success. |} there had become most flourishine, and 
iH that t tofthe} with the prospect of daily increasing 
S h A oan | ¥} prosperity. It was thriving on its own 
fu d d { the « id t} resource It was true, that a debt had 
from new | If sh 1 been contracted for the colony of South 
y, t] ( of } Zealand ;| Australia, but it should be recollected that 
ju different from that of Sout Lu z] it was impossible to convey a considerable 
tralia. Sor the e1 en |} number of emigrants across 15,000 miles 
he wa id to have ven to this plan | of ocean without expense. The sum thus 
an | Mi hy il he 1a 101 1 n could say borrows d, would, howe vei. be re paid. He 
Tr the Governt it that t y had. ver| th ucht the bill entitled to support, and 
held out ny t ( i b calle that the conduct of the Colonial Govern- 
encoura The] ment, with re spect to it, was anything but 
Go\ nent wa ) what its promoters had 1 right to expect. 
and, if ] Ip m r| Sir W. James would oppose the bill, 
N 1} beeanse, he did not like, by such an expe- 
hav , { riment, to interfere with what was being 
rst, nt by tl muissionar! but chiefly 
| \} VeECAU { Id « | OmMISé th character 
f und i fa f country, which had 
tc t \t (ependence of New Zealand. 
| 
( } C70V Vi ( } 1 lh W ( ld rest his 
t y { | on the grounds urged 
by his h Friend the Member for Oxford 
n to t t nor} —namely, that if they wished tocolonize a 
to the native N nt country iuhabited by a barbarous people, 
grounds, theref id | rat pre-} 1f should be undertaken by the Govern- 
it state of busi , he should cordially | ment, and placed under the authority of 
vote agai th cond reading The | parties amenable to Government and under 
ial-oflice had not been wholly idle} its control. He should decidedly object 
with respect to encoura ent to emigra-| to giving to private individuals such powers 
tion. The noble Viscc read astatement,} as this bill would confer without having 
from which it ay \ that the average} them under sufficient control. Knowing 
number of persons emigra ially to| the political opinions of many of those 
Lustral | s tot lopt ( | hon Iembers who supported the bill, he 
pres s! 1 they would not have asked such 
last iri t u owers unk they thought them neces- 
ry to carry out the objects of the bill, 
t , What were those powers? One was 
yi He t te-} that the commissioners should have an 
ment « ( o! nlimited right of taxation. This coming 
of | . Friend, t the { | uch | from men who set so high a value on 
he sp had not b rf f| the liberty of the subject, and who natu- 
for the encoul ut of emigration. In} rally objected to taxation without repre- 
fact, emigration wa ( ; fast as| sentation, was going not a little out of 


} 
Colonial Department, it must be adr 
i 


1 ! } ] ‘ +} 
DY the hon. Member that this C 
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the amount of funds available would | their ordinary political course. The next 


ustice | power was that of importing timber from 
f the | New Zealand into this country duty free. 
nitted | This, from Gentlemen who were the warm 


harge | opponents of discriminating duties between 


against the Government was not well| Canada timber and that from the Baltic, 
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was not more consistent than the former. 
The next power given was that of raising 
a military force to an unlimited extent ; 


and to sum up the whole, those friends of 
the liberties of the pe ple would give th 


commissioners the power to frat 
of war, and ordet by 
at their discretion. 


trials 


Thes 


’ ] . 
rtainiy were 


advantages of colonization which it would 
be difficult to persuade the people of | 
land to admit. If those gentlemen wh 
were to be commissioners were to resid 
at New Zealand, orif the noble Earl who 
name had been mentioned were to re- 
moved thither from Canada, he should 


have less objection to grant those 
because he would be 
much reliance on his education 
but it did not app 

commissioners were bound to r 
the island. They owered to 
send out an officer, who of 

be greatly removed 


powe rs, 
to 
and 
that the 

] 


SIUC ¢ 


disp sed plac e 
sense ; ir, 
nh 
were ¢ mM} 


Course 


from their control. 


Such powers as those ought not to be left 
to the discretion of private individuals. 
Mr. P?. Howard defended the bill, and 
contended that the commissioners w | 
not have under it any power over an acre 
or a foot of zround which had not been 
regularly purchased from tl ti | 
Db ‘ I 
commissioner would be sent out 
that the native chiet , whoh id not th 
education of civilization, re not ov 
reached in the bargains they made of 
their lands. It should also be borne in 
mind, that all the regulations of the com- 
missioners should be sanctioned by her 
Majesty in Council. New Zealand pro- 


duced a large quantity of timber, flax, and 
oil, which would a tendency 
der Great Britain independent of 
exports of Russia. The late Mr. 
son, although it was not generally known, 
was a great for the colonization 
of New Zea 
Lord felt himself 
point out one palpable Inco! 
the bill. The 33rd Clause prev 
transfer of property by natives, after th 
proclamation had been read by the 
missioners, whilst another clause prevented 
the commissioners from any 
control over land not voluntarily ceded. 
Another fault in the bill was, that it did 
not afford the least guarantee for the pro- 
tection of property to British emigrants. 
Mr. Pease said, that although originally 


to ren 


havi 


advocate 
land. 


Sandon 


colM- 


exercising 


favourable to the colonization of New Zea- | 


fi NI 2()} 


| land, 


4} 
Lie 


bill, support 


he could not, 
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after having perused 


the pre sent motion. 


The House divided ;—Ayes 32: Noes 

2: M ty : 
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Tollemache, F. J Wood, Sir M. 
Turner, E. Wood, Colonel T. 
Turner, W. Wood, T. 

Vere, SirC. B Wright V.B 


Verney, Sir Ii. 


ORSERVANCE OF THE SABBATH. Vil. 
Plumptre m ved th I ymmittal of 
{ 
Lord’s Day Bul. 
Vir. Ward suggested to the hon. Mem- 
‘ | } H : ! | ‘ 
ber that it would be desirable for him to 
. ] \ 4 
rOlliow the idivic i | . wtember tor 
+ } ! 1 
Stamford, and withdraw the bil. i re 
were certain restrictions which applied 
| 
, ai a a , 
almost exclusivel to the poorel classes Ol 
society. He, therefore, should object to 


arecommittal of it, and should tak th 


the Hot n t! an 


< 
. it ' 


hse ot 


y ) . j j ' ] } . 
Mi I ?} fre sald, 1 it i hutenaed in 


Committe to propos \ ilamendm nts, 

which would do away with many of the ob- 
17 ' big . ' 

ections of the hon. JAiember [01 ! 


The Ole tor-{ ( n 1) | In the 


observations of the hon, M ber for Shef- 
field. The bill would only a re-enact- 
ment of what had now been in desuetuds 
for a century and a half, and he shoul 
therefore object to its recommittal 

Mr. Hawe lso concurred in the 1o= 
restion of the hon. Member for Sheffield 
He und rstood club-hou were not to be 
shut up as well as public-houses; and h 
vished to know why should a gentleman 


\ 
be permitted to go to his lub ona Sun- 


day and drink his wine, whilst a poor man 
was prohibited from a similar enjoyment 
t a public-house ? 

Mr. Gouldurn said D nt the sar 


law was not aj pli avie to « lub house S an } 
public-houses; and why should the hon. 


Member think that the hon. Member fo: 


Kent was introducing a new pring ipl in 
this bill 2 

Captain Pechell must expr his hi 
tility to the bill unless the hon. Gentle- 


man would declare his intention of not ob- 
jecting to fishing-bo 


te lanl | ;. 

Odts landing tneir Car 
} } 

goes on the Lord s-day, 


It might SO 
happen that they had a cargo worth 
2,000/., the greater part ol which would 
be lost unless they were exempted from 
the operation of this bill. 

Mr. Ward then moved that the bill be 
recommitted that day three months. 

Mr. Jervis, in s conding the amend- 
ment, sald, that no doubt the House was 
desirous that some measure of this kind 


| What would 


Itshould bi passed, and be admitted that 


vo man was more fitted to undertake it 
than the hon. M r for East Kent, { 
nov Hi ( uld ( vt the icerity of b 
intentions But every woi | in the pl 
Sent bill was i cls to D mound in th 
statute books, and he certainly thought 
it Cc yuld not ve carried, since puodvile 
Opinion was sO much against it. Did th 
prohibitions of this bill apply to furnacc 
or to the steam engines in the minin 
Gistrl f Cheshire, Wales, and other 
parts ‘ if the tres were put out for on 
day, the proper working of the furnac 
yuld suspended for weeks, No, said 


Nent, there was no 
sult was it [rom neces- 


sity or from piety? In his opinion, it 


Was most Impoutic to make provisions 
ayainst oO ciaSs, au 1 not against all. 
He admitt a that there wasa ditterence 
in the police of society, between club- 
houses and public-houses—but why 
hould the D so im la ( it 4 ds 
vi al ed se on sunday nights 
Vo , |I—No! Was it not lately 
proved in the ¢ t of Queen’s Bench 
to have been th ( g 1 that many 
lead 12 mem I ol th wistocracy 
were present? Was that legal? Was 
yr if ( 


Could they compel witnesses to att nd 
and prove it’ Was it not unjust, then, 
to prevent the poor man from going to a 
public-house on a Sunday to enjoy his 
lass of beer and the society of his humbk 
fellow workmen, whilst gentlemen might 
og to their clubs to drink their wine and 
carry on any system of debauchery they 
it any restriction whatever ? 


ye the effect of this bill 2— 
] 


pieasea With 


that no bakers would work on Sunday, 
and that the poor man could not get his 
dinner baked on that day; and wha 
would be the « ynsequence (—that on 
man would be saved from working at the 
bakehouse, whilst it would prevent the 
| wives or superintendents of twenty families 
from dressing their children and going to 
church on that day by having to prepare 
| thei dinners at home. Was it just to 
throw such an enormous disadvantage on 
one class of society’ No measure in this 
form would satisfy the wishes of the 
House. 

Sir £. Sugden said, that his hon. Friend 
the Member for Kent proposed to make 
certain amendments to the bill in the 


| Committee, to make it more acceptable 
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to those who were desirous that some 
measure of the kind should be passed, 
and he did not see any reason why he 
should be prevented. Jlis learned Friend 
the Member for Chester had asked why 
the prohibitory clauses should not ref r 
to specific cases; but he must be aware 
that enactments of that kind must bi 
general, and could not well be specitic. 
With respect to baking on Sunday, | 

should say it was allowed by the bill. At 
the same time, alihough he would ac: 

to sacrifice the case of the few to the eas 
of the many, y 
of workmen who felt themselves hard]; 
dealt by in having to work on a Sun lay. 
There was another case which ought to 
be included in the exempting clause, viz. 


ere Was a lat 


—that of a poor man ordering malt liquor 
from a public-hi use to be drunk by him 


at his own house on a Sunday. His hon, 


Friend had attended to a suggestion 
which he had thrown out, but by striking 
out the clause prohibiting a man from 
employing his servants or using his horse 


ona Sunday, his hon. Friend had ce 
fined the operation of his bill to the lower 
classes. 

Mr. Grote was of opinion that all th 
objections which had been urged to pre- 
vious Sabbath bills, were applicable to 
the present one; and it was manifestly a 
hopeless undertaking to endeavour t 
force on men either religious observances 
or relizious abstinences by means of legis- 
lation. He was opposed to t 
mittal of the bill. 

Mr. Serge ant Jackson was of opinion 


that it was the duty of a christian leeis- 
lature to pass some measure for the pur- 


pose of making the Lord’s day be ob- 
served. At the same time, he was as littl 
desirous as any one to impose restrictions 
on the lower orders, and to leav the 
upper classes without restraints of any 
kind. 

Mr. Shaw protested against the doc- 
trine that it would conduce to the com- 
forts and enjoyment of the poorer classes 
to give them opportunities of frequent- 
ing public-houses and tippling. He 
knew that the poor considered those theii 
best friends who, by shutting up the 
public-houses, would render it impossible 
for them to go to such places on a Sun- 
day. 

Mr. A. White would vote for the com- 
mittal of the bill, in the hope that means | 





might be found to make it operate equally. | How ard, P. 
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Scholefield, J. Villiers, C. P. 
Smith, B. Wallace, R. 
Smith, R. V. Warburton, I. 
Stansfield, W. R. Winnington, Hl. J. 


Strutt, E. Wood, Sir M. 
Tollemache, I. J. TELLEI 
Turner, F. W. Jervis, J. 
Vigors, N. A. Ward, H. G. 


House in Committee. 

On Clause I, 

Mr. Jervis moved that in line 14, after 
the word “shall,” the following words be 
inserted, ‘do, or cause to be done, any 
manner of work or.” The object of these 
words was to extend the operation of the 
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any measure could ws a for the sup- 
pression of Sunday trading, without im- 


posing unnecessary Ba ve xatious restric- 


| tions on the people, he would support it, 


| think that there was anything 
| with his previous declaration. 


| forward to prevent t kee ping open 


but in opposing the present bill, he did not 
inconsistent 

He would 
still aay, that if a measure was brought 
shop on 


| Sunday, he would be the first to support 


| was as it stood, the 


bill to all classes, and to prevent its pro- | 
visions from being confined to one class | 


only. If they were to have legislation on 
this subject, and he did not deny that 


that the bill ou: cht to be made as stringent 


as possible. 


Mr. Plumptre obliged t 


felt himsclf 


it; but this bill went much farther, and he, 
therefore, felt himself obliged to op pose it. 


Nor could he support the amendment of 


bad as the clause 
amendment would 
make it still worse, and it was his inten- 
tion to oppose both the amendment and 
the clause. If they referred to the law at 


his hon. Friend, because, 


| . Ours . 
| present in operation, they would find that 
legislation was necessary, then he thought | 


the provisions of the Statute of Charles 
were as Stringent as the provisions of the 


} bill under consideration, or as it would be 


| made were the amendment a dopte id; 


Oppose the amendments as ¢ wits to the | 


principle on which the bill was founded. 
Mr. Goulburn pare not see how the 

introduction of the words moved could 

make the bill more stringent than at pre- 


sent. 

Mr. Sanford thought the words 
certainly to be inserted, as they would 
have the effect of extending the operation 
of the bill to the rich as well as the poor. 
It was true that they themselves did no 
work ; but they caused others to work on 
the Sabbath, and he should insist on such 
amendments being introduced into the 
measure as would deprive the higher 
classes of some part of that power which 
they at present exercised over their domes- 
tics and dependents. 

Sir 7. Fremantle said, when Sir A, 
Agnew brought in his bill, those who op- 
posed it said, that if a measure were 
brought forward for the purpose of sup- 
pressing Sunday trading, and without any 
vexatious restrictions being made, then 
they would support such a measure ; and 
now, that a bill was introduced, carrying 
into effect their views, they turned round 
upon the hon. Member who brought for 
ward the me ag? ns insisted on throw- 
ing out his bill, or on inserting words 
which would aad it from passing into 
a law. He trusted, that the Committee 
would not sanction such a course of pro- 
ceeding. 

The Solicitor-General was one of those 


for it 
was enacted, that no person should do any 


| workor exercise any calling or profession on 


] j 
oucnt 


the Lord’s Day. But was th it law enforced ? 
No; for every person knew that it was 
little better than a dead letter. And what 
was the conclusion to be drawn from the 
fact that the law was not enforced ? Was 
it not plain that the feelings of the country 
were against such laws, and that they had 
fallen into disuse because they could not 
be enforced? He would now point out 
why he could not support the clause in- 
dependent of the amendment. If the 
people were told that they could not walk 
in the parks, purchase an orange, or enjoy 
any innocent recreation on the Lord’s 
Day (and such would be the effect of the 
clause), he was convinced that demoraliz- 
ation to a greater extent than now pre 

vailed would be the consequence, for in 
such a case the gin-shops would be re- 
sorted to instead of the parks. But it 
might be said, ‘‘shut up the gin-shops,” 
and he agreed that such a course might 
be resorted to, but what would be the 


effect? They might depend upon it, that if 


deprives d of innocent enjoyments, the shut- 
ting up the gin -shops would not prev ent the 

people from obtaining ardent spirits. He 
had lately read that the Sultan of Turkey 
had ordered all the coflee-shops in Con- 
stantinople to be shut on certain days, 
and what was the effect ? It was observed, 
that the number of barber’s shops greatly 
increased; and it was discovered that the 


individuals who had always said, that if | people obtained there clandestinely what 
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was denied them in the usual cofi 


it 
They might then enact that the gi sho 
should be shut; but if they did so, 
they prevented the people from 
innocent recreation on the Lord’s-day, 
they might depend upon it that they would 


force them to seek concealed enjoyments | 


—% greater evil than the 
cure. For those reasons he shou id. "\ 
the question was put ‘| | 


bill propose d to 
hen 


at the claus: 


] 
taking 


stand part of the bil Fase ey five the mot mn 


the most strenuous opposition. 


Mr. Jervis was as sincere as th h 
Gentleman in his desire that any bill which 
might pass should be as perfect as pos- 
sible, for no one more sineercly wished 
than he did that any bill which might be 
passed should not be liable to th ob 
tion which he had stated against this bill, 
that it drew invidious distinctions bet 


the two classes in the country He 
hoped that his hon. Friend had never 
travelled on Sund:; VS, and that the hon. 


Baronet, the Member for the Univ rsity 
of Oxford (Sir H. Inelis) had never been 
on a railway on Sundays. The higher 
classes made their servants work on a 
Sunday, and he meant that the bill should 
apply to them, for what would the poor 
say if the rich were riding or driving 
about on a Sunday, whilst they were pre- 
vented from taking any recreation? He 
meant to press his amendment to a divi- 
sion, that he might test the 
the supporters of the bill. 
Mr. Vernon Smith hoped, that the hon 
and learned Member w 
credit for sincerity, although he should 
certainly oppose the hon. Member’s mo- 
tion, for this reason, that he was generally 
Opposi d to the bill and to every clause of 
it. The reason of his opposition was the 
same as gave rise to the amendment, that 
the whole bill levelled against the 
poorer classes. [Tle would venture to say, 
that gentlemen might have any entertain- 
ment they pleased, that they might pursue 
any debauchery they pl vased, that they 
might practise any vice the y pleased, and 
that the provi sions of the bill would not 
be brought into operation against them. 
He would not oppose the bill if he saw 
reason to believe, that it would be equal 
in its operation; but he in vain look« d ‘or 
this. The 5th Clause alone was sufficient 
to throw out the bill. It enacted, nee 
any magistrates, constables, or parish offi- 
cers, either with or without the authority 
of a warrant, might seize all f 


cine sé ey t 
sincerity ol 


was 


articles of 











uld give him} t 
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r ( ds expo ed to sal >. Tl ré would be 
no relaxation for th JUSTICE s or the officers, 
but Sunday would be to thema day of 
labour of rather an unple isant nature, He 
had no hesitation in saying, that the bill 
would not only be pr judicial to the inter- 
sts of s tv, but ilso to the interests of 
reli Ion | effect of it vas entirely and 
bsolutely to check the amusements of the 
f \ npossible to suppose, 
that ns could on every 
Sunday ok spher of 
Lond for tl ore salul is air of the 
parks ( dist t places of re- 
( t ne § refreshe 
ir. G n l, that sabbath 
Vas | yi re eatlo Chere were 
oth | ects to \ h it oucht 
to b ippl 1 hh i@ht not to be 
ah ‘| is not intended to 
suppress working, as it appeared to be 
supposed by the hon. Member for Chester, 
but to uppress trading. 


Mr. Villiers h ped thi hon. Member for 
Kent would say distinctly on what princi- 
ple it was that he recommended this bill, 
and he contended, that he had a right to 
demand this. All parties must be equally 


bound by the same law, and if it was in- 


tended, that the principles of religion 
would be acted upon, the same enactment 


! 
must be applied to all. 


Mr. H Keml le contended, that the 
fect of the bill was to protect the lower 
classes, and thoucht, that this was suf- 
iciently shown, because so soon as the 
principle of working on tl ibbath should 
be introduced the holiness of the day 


would be forgotten, and they would be 
\ , en d Lys for the 
they hitherto received for six 
advoeated the bill, therefore, as 


wages which 


days. He 


the friend of the poor, and he must say, 
that it would not operate upon them 
hars shly, because they could meet at each 


other’s See as p rsons in a higher walk 
of life might. 

Mr. Hawes wished to ask, whether the 
hon. Member meant to protect domestic 
servants by its provisions ? Did he mean 
that he would take his coachman 
him to church on a Sunday, and 
that in = event of the servant refusing to 

ould discharge him? Was not 
that servant as much entitled to rest as any 
of his ¢ cl rks, or as his baker, or any other 
tradesman? If such was not the intention 
which the hon. Member had in view, he 


to say, 
to drive 


do so he 
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must say, that he was not consistent; for 
he professed to benetit the lower classes, 
while in reality he intended to confine one 
very extensive class to their ordinary work 
as much as they had ever been confined. 
Viscount Dungannon must Oppose the 
bill, as he 
late on the principle proposed to be intro- 
duced; but at all events he must enter his 
protest against the system proposed, by 


conceived it impossible to legis- 


which one law would be given to the rich 
and another to the poor. 

Mr. Howard opposed the bill, and he 
thought the best mode of trying the ques- 
ion would be, to take the sense of 1 
House upon an amendment which he 
should move, that the Chairman should 
report progress and ask leave to sit again, 

The Committee divided on Mr. Howard’: 
motion to report progress:—Ayes 04 
Noes 84: 


Majo ity 50. 


Aglionby, H. A “I 
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Bannerman, A Ce ee OR 
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Dackworth, S. smi 
Duke, Sird. Stansfield, W. R. C. 
Dungannon, Viscount Strutt, KE. 

Finch, F. Thornley, T. 
Gordon, R. Turner, W. 

Grote, G. Vigors, N. A. 
Ilawes, B. Villiers, C. P. 
Hawkins, J. H. Warburton, I 
Hume, J. Ward, H. G 

Hutt, W. Williams, W. A. 


Johnson, General 
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James, Sir W. C Sanford, E. ‘4 


Jervis, J. Scholefield, . 

Jone “Pas iy Shaw, right on I’. 
Kemble, I. Sheppard, T. 

<sek uird, hon, Ana: Sinclair, Sir G. 
Langdale, hon. C. Smith, R. V. 
py E. Stanley, W. O 
Lockhart, A. M, Stewart, J. 





Lowther, J. H. Style, Sir C. 5 
Mackenzie, T. Talfourd,Mr. Sergeant 

Morris, 1D Thon pson, Alderman 

Nich RE IP Pollen he, I’. Pe 

Packe, C. W. Turner, E. 

Pakington, J. S. Vere, Sir C. B. 

Pease, J Verney, Sir 

Philiy \ Wallace, R ; 
Power, .] Welby, G. | , 
Praed, W. M Wood. Sir M 

Pringle, A. W hf el T. 

Rice, E. R. Worsley, lord 

Richards, R 

Ite ae R. M rELLE! 

Round, J P| ptre, J. 

Sandon, \ unt l’reemantle, Sit iY 


The Committee again divided on Mr. 
Jervis’s amendment 7 Ay Ss 39: 
Majority 29. 
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Brocklehurst, a Iioimes, hon. W. A. 

Brodie, W ‘ b. Holmes, \\ F { 
Burroughes, HH. N. Hope, hon. C 


POOLE Sir hs Houstoun, G. 
ra ge W. liurt, F. 
‘ayley, E. S Inglis, Sir R. H. 

hapman, A. Jackson, Mr. Sergeant | 

Darby, G. Jame 35 WwW. | 


| Boldero, H. G. 


| Brotherton, J. 


| Adare, Viscount Duckworth, S. 


Bagge, W. Duncombe, W. 
Baines, E. Dungannon, Viscount 
Blackburne, I. Evans, W. 

Blair, J. Farnham, FE. B. 
Blandford, Marquess Fleming, J. 

Godson, R 

Gordon, R. 

Gordon, Captain 
Goulburn, H. 


( rote, cy, 


Broadley, II. 


Brocklehurst, J. 


Burroughes, H. 

: amp bell, Sir H Hawkins, J. H. 
Cayley, E. S. Llenniker, Lord 

Darby, G Hinde, H, 
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Lorp Brovenam’s LancuaGe.] Earl} and particularly for political crimes, 
Stanhope presented a petition, from the | thi , that much allowane izht to 
mhabitants of the borough of Ashton- | be made for such oftences, had the 
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which the parties, were, he believed, fully 


| 
: eae 
aware, for he had received communications | § 


from them and their friends, containing 
their hearty thanks; he had communi- 
cated strongly and fully the opinion and 
the entreaties, not of himself alone, but of | 
his friends, to the late gallant general the | 
illustrious Lafayette, for the express pur- | 
pose of preventing the execution of ca- } 
pital punishments on the unhappy indivi- 
duals who had committed those crimes, 
and in this, he! believed, that he spoke tlic 
opinion of the Liberal party in this coun- 
try, to whose approval the French ane 
at that time earnestly looked; and he ha 
done the same thing in Paris in 18: 
when he had endeavoured to shorten - 
term of imprisonment. 

Earl Stanhope said, that it was not 
necessary for the noble Lord to hav 
made those observations to satisfy his 
mind, for he had never understood the 
noble Lord’s speeches as they had been 
represented, but he only mentioned the 
accusation to show, that the speeches at 
public meetings were not always correctly 
reported. 

Petition laid on the table. 


Poor-taw (IrRELAND).] Their Lord- | 
ships in Committee on the Poor Relief 
(Ireland) Bill, it having been, on the mo- | 
tion of Lord Ellenborough recommitted. 

Lord Ellenborough wished to point out 
to their Lordships the effect of the first 
clause. It purported to enact, that the 
poor-law commissioners for the time being 
should be the commissioners to carry this 
act into effect ; but, in point of fact, the 
commissioners in Eng land would not be 
the parties carrying “the bill into execu- 
tion; for, as the bill at present stood, the | 
One commissioner who should be ap- | 
pointed by her Majesty’s Secretary of 
State for the Home Department to reside 
in Ireland would have the whole authority 
vested in himself, except the authority of | 
making general rules. Therefore this bill | 
would, in reality, create two sets of com- 
missioners; for there were no means by 
which the commissioners in London could 
control the commisioner in Dublin, unless 
the whole body of them were to go to Ire- 
land to vote against him, nor set his acts 
aside, except by overruling his decisions, 
on his attending in London and making 
his report, as he was once a-year by this 
act required todo, In all other respects | 
that commissioner would be independent 
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of, and coequal with, the commissioners 
sitting i London, He mentioned this, 
not for the purpose of proposing an 
amendment now, but to call their Lord- 
ships’ atte ntion to the fact, that this bill 
was to be carried into execution by on 

commissioner only. 

On Clause 3, enacting that the admini- 
stration of relief should be under the con- 
trol of the commissioners, 

The Lord Chancellor proposed, as an 
amendment, that after the word “ work- 
houses” the words ‘‘houses of industry 
and foundling hospitals” should be in- 

rted. This he did in order to mect tl 
necessity that would arise of providing for 
the poor in those places during the inter- 
mediate period | 
bill and the erection of workhouses. 


Lord ¢ enti was app I 


vetween the passing of th 
hensive that 
this bill would very seriously affect the 
interests of those who were the inmates of 
foundling os ils in Ireland; and more 
espi cially the institution of that descrip- 
tion which existed in the city of Cork, 


| and where there were at present no less 
| than 1,500 children who had no parents 
| and no other asylum. 


At present a fund 
was raised from a tax on coal for the 
support of the Cork Foundling eae week : 
but according to the provisions of this 
bill, that fund would be no longer avail- 
able for the immediate benefit of those 
orphan children to whose support it was 
now applied. 

Lord Brougl Lam confessed, that enemy 
as he was to the bill altoge ther- —and his 
enmity was _ 7 all changed by the 
amendments which had been made in the 
bill, some of which indeed made it worse, 
while some would prevent its operation 
altogether—though that might be con- 
sidered a set-off—yet he did believe, that 
by this little ray of light in the darkness 


|of the prospect he saw that this bill 


would put an end to a great public nui- 
sance, for he held, that foundling hospitals 
were positively, and to all intents and 
purposes, the greatest public nuisances 
that could be maintained in any country, 
tending to work very great injury to the 
morality as well as great injury to the 
prosperity of the country in respect to the 
encouragement it gave to illicit connec- 
tions and clandestine marriages. He had 
heard that there was an opinion prevail- 
ing in France that there was a foundling 
hospit tal in London with an income of 
10,0002, a year; but there was no such 
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thing. The foundling hospit 
called, had been for t 1 last f 
prohibited by Act of P 


receiving a foundling on f 


for no child could b eccived un! 
there were a previous exainination of tl 
parent. That, of course, took awa 


the establishment the character of th 
Foundiing Hospital, and that 
stance got rid of 5 
institution. 
Amendment agreed t 
The Marquess of S 


a clause should 1 trod ql 
thoucht that the | howe 
was not at all suffi t 


in Ireland, where tl 
already so low that nor 
made init. Hii 
man should be 
house unless he cont 
certain quantity oft W K, Ol 
the workhouse during the t 


might be done; and the clause wl 
intended to propose had for its object t! 


placing of a discretic 
hands of the guardians as to the time t 
which the confinement of th 
should be extended. In every trade a 
workman was liable to punisl 

did not perform his work, 





every reason for this principle bei 
ried out in the present instan 

Lord Portman said t 
point to which the clau of t! 
Marquess did not apply. It mad 
nision for the paym nt of th | 
The object of the bill was, t 
destitute persons, bi tti ti 
and employing them, but i 
be employed and compelled to work, 


must be paid. If this clause were inti 
duced, the noble Mat juess must foll 
up by others for the payment of money to 
them. Besides, if the men were to | 
compelled to work, work must be found 
for them; but then, if twelve acres 
were to be allowed to be attached to each 
workhouse, it would be impossible to pro- 
vide them with that sort of lal 
which in all probability they would b 
best fitted. 

The Duke of Richin 


it would be infinitely better that the prin- 


1 
yd contended. 


ciple adopted in the English m 
should be carried out here too. | 
the English measure the amount expended 


in th 
of him after his discharge, and was stopped 
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st any Bill to compel them to carry the Mails.—By 


Navant ARCHITECTURE. ] Isc 
Ingestre sai 1, the question of Naval Archi- 
tecture was one that had iven rise t 


dificult to get at anythir or |] 


considerable party fecling 


In 1806, it was stated, 


} Qt) 
Lica C Su 


naval architecture had been very much 
neglected in this country, and a commis- 
] ah 
i 


sion vad been appointed which recom- 


mended the establishment of a school of 
: : 
naval architecture, which was according} 


done in 1810 or 1811. Several rentlemen 
had been induced to enter t! 
under certain conditions, which 
they should receive a liberal education, 
which must have cost a considerable sum, 
and enter into a bond of 5002. not to 
leave the service for ten years after 
they had been discharged from the 
school, making it a period of seventeen 
years. He contended, that those gentle- 
men had not been well used, from the 
course which’ had subsequently been 
taken by Government. The obje ct of the 
first return for which he meant to moi 


was to ascertain the offices to which the 


. ] . $ a 
scholars of the naval school of architecture 


had been appointed, As to the other 
returns of the trials between various ships, 
those trials had been goine on for a i S 
of years. Ile knew he should hear, that 
the rc ports had been y ry conflicting, bu 

what he contended for was, that thes 

trials ought to be conducted under the 


ch irge of some officer co ipetent to or 
an opinion, ‘The ¢ xperiments made under 
the present surveyor of the navy had cost 


the country between 1,000,000/7, and 


1,500,0002. He had selected a return of 


those vessels which he thought likely to 
afford some result. He hoped the gallant 
admiral would aceede to the returns, which 


he brought forward in no spirit of hostility. 
The country had a right, decidedly, to 


know which were the best ships. He had 
never been at sea in any one of them, but 
thought that. with the qu intity of material, 


9 i 


. 1 ) 
more ¢ fer nt ships might b mace, The 
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noble Lord was then understood to sav. 


that there were other points connected 


with the management of the navy he was 
desirous to press on U iltention of thy 
\ aR 0 ltv—ol i to the Wa lil 
which ships arc t to sea rt of nas, 
\s to im} $n , he would be sorry it 
sh id | ntl lt It Was p O 
do iw with it, but he t oht, that the 
best way would to keep up the full 
complement of inen in s| Ss sent t sea 
in time of pea The building of the 
ships was of very great importance, and 


science required tl 


. » | 
uppointment of a scientific board, to whom 


ill experiments 1 ee referred, | 
i 
1 ri I va | 
wo ld { a Ur it as stant tO tne 3 is 
. ’ } 1 rl 1, ] ! | Yat) 
of the Admiralty. Lhe 1 ye Lord Con- 
cl ded by m Vl fol Val ty of retu 
P t of h WW ora le 
1. T . . 
CONVENTION OF EVORA Mon rE. | Sit 
fy eel said. hie shed t hes qu st l 
to the noble | a ih Ve i 1 matte! 
’ —— } ; ’ : 
which he thought well deserving the at- 


tention of the | use, Involving as it did 
the interests of humanity. It related to 
certain persons who were now In contine- 
ment under a treaty called the Treaty of 
Evora Monte. ‘That treaty was made in 
the year 1832; it was a treaty to which 
an English Minister was a party, and the 
fulfilment of 
Great Britain. The guarantee having be 


which was guaranteed by 


viven by the British Government, was the 


reason why he it the question he in- 
tended to address to the noble Lord, be- 
cau the engagement entel d into unde 
the treaty was one to which the faith and 
honour of the Enelish nat were dis- 
tinctly pledged. 1 t ty related t 


selves up in 1834 to the British Govern- 
! nt He contend , that the \ | ot 
he treaty implied, that whenever the in- 


dividuals in question could be removed 
without danger to themselves they should 
be entitled to their 11! In the last 
papers that were received from Sir G. 
Villiers some hopes were held out, that 
means would be taken for the relief of 
those persons, It appeared, that the 
Spanish Government had objected to the 
release of those Carlist prisoners confined 
at Lisbon, but, that the result of an appli- 
cation to the present Minister of that 
country was an assurance, that immediate 


eration. 


tep would he taken to fect an ex 
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1 1.7 
the noble 


change. He begged to ask 
Lord, first, whether any later intellig 
had Sir G, 
calculated to strengthen the ho; 
had been held out, that steps ° 
taken for the f of those 

next question he wished to put to the n 
Lord was, whether he was of opinion, that 


been received from 


] 
reii¢ persons 


those persons, under the articles of that 
capitulation, as guaranteed by G Bri 
tain, could be considered as prisoners of 
war; and also, whether the terms of t! 
treaty must not be held to imply, that 
their custody should b pi isional, an I, 
that they were entitled to relief whenevei 
it could be safe ly attorded to them 7? 
Viscount Palmerst never thought 
that those persons \ entithd to t 


by exchang yu tne same 
manner as other prisoners of war. 1] 
right hon. Baronet 

reference to the papers laid before thi 
House, that the treaty i 
been concluded under 1 
Great Britain. It was a ity 
the Portuguese marshal and Don 
and the question of the followers of Don 
Carlos became a subject of consideration 
while it was under discussion. Don Mi- 
guel’s representative said, that he had 


release unless 


as } 
question had not 
i 


rantee of 


bi twe 


Mi 


VS bY 


tre en 


] 
Nel, 


Convention of {Jui 





; Lied ™ 
war In ¢ isequenes INO itions, how- 
ever, were gomg on for t eX inves 
the Portuguese and th Spa Govern- 
ment Xpress d thems € 1X! i we 
1a t ] 
i UL Win l iad ss ung ) 
their negotiations, he had every 
be hae 4 aaciel ' 
Ope, that ey WOuld uilimately - 
1, that t excl orf would be ef- 
fect The last ounts he had | rd 
of i } ated, that the negot | S were 
7 
Still @ ES 
Sir Re. Peel I do intreat e nob! 
Lord cousider again the contents of 
ti ner ind if | s the good 
| ae | | nd Ived 1 tne question, 
A 
t ce I oual t a iberate the 
p ) l inti it the i [, | to 
! Ol} th \] rant Vv snot alone a 
: ‘ pe hl ct d i ! th 
I $ | Lisb Dut t he 
iis t by I d i \ rd aie W ilden 
fol } cial purpos f watch) Ove! 
1 No . Mr. Grant ep { to 
| Li ) i id 4 Walden i | p I \ by 
the papers, that he has signed the en- 
cagement. And, whatever may be the 
T ° , % 
noble Lord's view of the case, these people 
felt satisfied, that he had done so by the 
desire of the English Government. When 


the noble Lord says, that no guarantee 


nothing at all to do with Don Carlos’s | 


people, and disowned them altogether. 
By this act they were in danger of being 
excluded from the benefit of the conven 
tion. But Mr. Grant, who is connected 
with the embassy at Lisbon, was despatched 
by Lord Howard de Walden to the scene 
of negotiation, and on ascertaining thie 
fact, he said he could not suffer such a 
thing to take place. Very property hi 
offered himself on the spo l 
tentiary of Don Carlos, and in that ano 
malous character, | an official 
member of the British embassy, he 
the articles of the treaty of Evora Monte 
with the Duke de Terceira. ‘The question, 
therefore, to be considered was, whether 
the articles entitled the Spanish prisoners 
in Portugal to be liberated and sent free 
into Spain? In a report made by Mr. 
Grant to Sir George Villiers on the sub- 
ject it was said, that any application of 
these individuals to return to Spain could 
only be determined by the Spanish Go- 
vernment. Thus it would be seen, that 
he, though the plenipotentiary of Don 


. ; 
t as the pient 


ess than as 


Carlos, considered, that they could not be 
released without the consent of the Spanish 


‘hey were all prisoners ot 


Government. ‘J 


DO] | 
| 


sizned | 








has been given by this country, I cannot 
help thinking, that he has not read all the 
papers connected with this subject. Lord 
How Walden that “he 


Spanish Government has no claim to the 


ird de 


says, 


prisoners, 


i 
must be look d on 


as the treaty of Ev ra Monte 
as a treaty effected by 


the good offices, and sanctioned by the 
implied guarantee, of England.” Now, 
without offering any opinion on it myself, 


uld entreat the noble Lord to rive 


his best attention to the case; and ifthere 
be even an implied guarantee on the part 
of this country, 1 hope and trust he will 


SE that these p rsons get the benefit of 


it 


Vi count Palm rston sal l, that there 
was undoubtedly an implied guarantee, 
that the lives of these persons should be 


prot ected. The object of the convention 
y secure them from Rodil, who was 


was 
on the point of taking them prisoners, and 
if he had done so they certainly would 
have suffered the fate of rebels taken 
in arms. It was undoubted, then, that 
the honour of Great Britain was pledged, 
that the persons should not be given up 
to the Quecn’s Government for purposes 
of punishment. There never was a notion 
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of that. The only question which could 
be raised was, whether they were to be set 


unconditionally free to join the ranks of 


Don Carlos, or were they only to be the 
an exchange. Looking at 
this matter over and over again, he came 
to the conclusion, that they were not to 
be allowed to go unconditionally free ; 
that they were not to be allowed to go 
and join the ranks of Don Carlos (which 
it was known they would do), uuless Don 
at the same time an equal 


subjects of 


Cc irlos set fr¢ eS 
number of persons of the army of the 
Queen, 

Subject dropped. 


SEIZURE OF THE VIXEN. ] Sit’ US. 
Canning rose to move for the aj ppol intment 
of a Select Committee, to inquire into the 

following allegations Peel gel in the 
petition of Mr. ’ George Bell and others — 
namely, ‘* That the petitioners have suf- 
fered seriously in their interests and cha- 
racters through the seizure of their vessel, 
the Vixen, and her cargo, by a Russian 
man-of-war in the Bay of Soudjouk-kale ; 
that the intention of the petitioner, George 
Bell, to send a vessel to the coast of Cir- 
cassia for the purpose of trading inde- 
pendently with the population of that 
coast was previously made known to her 
Majesty’s principal Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, and had his approval and 
sanction; and that the final arrangements 
for the vessel’s voyage were, before she 
sailed from Constantinople, communicated 
to and expressly sanctioned by her Ma- 
jesty’s representative at the Sublime 
Porte.” He observed, that he rarely took 
part in the « of that House, and 


’ 


lebates 


that be still more rarely took upon himself 


to originate a question, but when he con- 
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|}ment or misfortune occurred to her till 


|engaged in the enterprise. 


she arrived at Soudjouk-kale. A Russian 
armed brig arrived shortly afterwards, 

when the captain of the Vixen was in- 
formed he was engaged in a trade that 
interfered with a bloc *kade established on 
the coast of Circassia. The Vixen was 
sent to the port of Sebastopol, where an 
Admiralty officer, it seemed, was a resi- 
dent. The decision of the Russian Go- 
veroment proceeded on the representation 
of their officers in the Black Sea, and the 
ship and cargo were in the end condemned, 
on the ground of a violation of the fiscal 
regulations of the country. The decision 
of the Russian Government was received 
at Sebastopol on the 27th of January; 
the British flag was immediately taken 
down, and the Russian hoisted in its 
stead ; the master and crew were put on 
board the Ajax, the captor, and despatched 
to Odessa, whence they were afterwards 
sent, at the expense of the Russian Go- 
vernment, to Constantinople. The first 
consideration connected with this trans- 
action to which he would call the atten- 
tion of the House was, mi motive which 
appeared to have influenced the merchants 
Mr. Bell, the 
principal in the concern, had, it appeared, 
during his residence on the western side 
of the Black Sea, occasion to make cer 
tain inquiries and researches with respect 
to trade in the neighbourhood of those 


| waters, and his attention had been drawn 


sidneed the important commercial inter- | 


ests which were involved in this question ; 


he could not resist the strong sense of 


duty that impelled him to bring the sub- 
ject under the consideration of the House. 
The petition to which he referred, related 
to the cay 
Black Sea in the year 1836. The official 
papers on the subject were not laid upon 
the table of the House till so late in the 
last Session, that the attention of Parlia- 


capture of a British vessel in the | 


ment could not be directed to it. The} 


vessel sailed from London on the 29th of 


October, and arrived at Constantinople 
on the 19th of November. On entering 
the Black Sea, her first object was to make 
for the eastern coast, and no discourage- 


| 


fagree with him, 


to works describing the great commercial 
facilities which the coast of Circassia pre- 
sented to foreign trade. That his opinion 
Was not erroneous as to the advantages 
to be expected from speculations in that 
quarter, might easily be shown by a re- 
ference to various publications. The 
right hon. Gentleman read several extracts 
from books of travels, and others to show 
that the resources of Circassia were incal- 
culable. He thought the House would 
that works representing 
the resources of Circassia as so very 
inviting and available, were sufficient to 
justify Mr, Bell in the hope of being able 
to derive great personal advantages, should 
circumstances admit of his forming a 
commercial connexion with the people of 
that country. While making up his mind 
upon the subject, some rumours reached 
him of a claim on the part of Russia of 
some indistinct kind to that part of the 
country; there was also some question of 
a bloc kade and other restrictions, described 
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so vaguely that he could not comprehend 
theirnature. Like a prudent man, anxious 
in following out his own interests not to 
leave the straight line of honest trade, hy 
presented himself to that source where he 


might derive the most satisfactory inform- 
ation—he applied to the Foreign-otlies 


and endeavoured to obtain, first by verbal 
communications, at a later p riod b 
written official applications, t} 
tion which it was so import 
Not content with « 


vat informa- 


t | } ' 
ant for him t 
1 


possess. Dtainine such 
information as was within his reach at the 


Foreign-ofhice, although he conceived he 
had obtained sufficient, on chartering the 
vessel and sending her to Constantinople 
his naturally prudent and cautious temper 
came again into action, and he would not 
allow her to proceed on her voyage with- 
out communicating with her Majesty’s 
embassy at that pl Ce. It was painful to 
find that, embarked as he wa 


in en- 


inh 


terprise of a lezitimate character iT 
which held out such great advantages, in 
spite of all the precautions he had taken 
a catastrophe so serious and p unful ast 


under 


h 


al 


loss of his vessel, umstauces 
reflecting discredit on 
merchant, finally closed th 

To whatever cause that cata 
to be ascribed, he sure the Hou 

would agree with him in thinking that not 
only in respect of the individual inte 
concerned, butin relation to the commerce 
and character of this country, it was om 
of the most deplorable character. The 
first question then which naturally pre- 
sented itself was, to what an incident so 
fraught with grave considerations, and at- 
tended by such painful circumstances, was 
to be attributed? He believed he had 
already said enough to afford a fair pre- 
sumption that the culpability did not rest 
with the petitioners. To then, 
were they to ascribe it? He feared they 
must conclude, that a very grav 
sibility attached to that departm 
those in connexion with it, 
sanction Mr. Bell’s enterprise was under- 
taken. Such was the ease which it w 
most painful for him to take up, and which 
he would refer to the committee of which 
he had given notice. The petition, he 
need not remind the House, contained a 
variety of allegations of the greatest in- 
terest and deepest importance. He did 
not propose to refer the whole of those 
allegations to the committee which he 
proposed should be appointed, The 


cir 
is character as 


Was 


rest 


whom, 


respon 


¢ 
in 
t, and 


r 
ne, 


under whos« 


NE 21 ¢ / OG 
LH use would, no aqoubt, ex} t some €x- 
planation of the line he proposed to dra 
between the allegations he would refer to 
the committe nd t | 1 not 
submit to that tribuna 9 Is on 
vhich the Russian officers p d to 
th SeIZUI of the Vixen, and on I i 
t Ru in G I { | | 1 SCI 

( sca non her—th € \ ty ol 
| | rs In point v, and tl 
ich t | it] ( Lile 
printed paper with respect to th ctual 
ipation of Soudjouk-ka ill of which, 
1 fact, were involved in the one legal 
consideration as to the rig h sia to 
the sovereienty of the Circassian provinces 
he did not propose to refer to the com- 
mitt He was unwilling to moot the 
important question of tl sovereignty 
claimed by Russia over these provinces, 
[tv mpossible for any hon. Gentleman 
» Shut his es t » the Vas | rtance of 
i qt st An \ \I h ») took It 
tH must vare that he 
\ { | } ha § which, mM til 
1 t crush m im] rear i 
teres ( tended with painful con- 
seq S In openir 1 question of so 
h d fliculty, at shou i | taking on 
mst task of too much magnitude; 
t x Government—it was for those 
|! unted not only with th question of 
cht, on which, no d t, an adequate 
ypinion might be formed in that House, 
but acquainted also with the important 
consideration of expediency, having regard 
to the position of t country and the 
deg ee to whi l the V might unt on its 
freedom, could judge of its resources 
& y } ( ) trade, revenu ind estab- 
lishments it was for those at the head o 
t Foreign Department 10 were best 
to judge how far the conduct they 
1 pursued entitled them t unt on 


Ss | 


| those parts of the petition whi 





faithful and eftective allies in the hour of 


cessity—it was for t m to decide whe- 


r so ereat and extensive a questiol 
could now be taken up consistently 
the ’ the ec 
restrained 


» of the H 


th 
He 


ferring 


Wi 


] + 4 
other interests ol 


theretore 


1 Committ 


yUuUntryV. 
from. re 


use of ( 


was, 
to mmons 
1 


+h would 


have the effect of opening that great 
juestion. The same consideration made 
him the more anxious to avoid any ex- 


pressions beyond those of a general cha- 
racter, called forth by the que 
diately under consideration, especially as 


the questions involyed were not only 


stion imme-= 
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important, but might occasion conse- 
quences not dangerous to this country so 
much as to the peace of Europe itself. 
The question was by no means a new one 
in this country. 
had during the last 
drawn from time to time a considerable 
degree of public attention to all the con- 
\ 


eighteen montl 


{COMMONS} the 


| of the treaty. 
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had no intention to avail himself of the 
rupture in order to evade the stipulations 
Mutual explanations took 


| place, and he believed he was justified in 


The capture of the Vixen | 


Ds | 


siderations involved init. Various publica. | 


tions, some of high authority, had dis- 
cussed the question, and the general 
points connected with it were known even 
to those who, not attending to the debates 


in that House, derived their knowledge of 


passing events from mere ordinary sources 
of observation. 
of main consideration connected with this 
subject—first, whether the Porte, which 
entered Russia into the 
Adrianople, under which the sovereignty 
of the Circassian claimed-— 
whether the Porte was so circumstanced 
with regard to it as to be 


There were two cine stions 


with 


coast was 


able to cede 
that right of sovereignty to another. As 
far as he had the means of i 
he must say, that the grounds of her right 
appeared of a very vague and indistinct 
character. He was perfectly aware, that 
there was a treaty between Russia and the 
Porte in the latter part of the last century, 
in which Russia acknowledged the sove- 
reignty of the Porte over certain parts of 
the coast, and especially of Soudjouk- 
kalé; but, he repeated, his mind was not 
satisfied in general with regard to that 
claim. Supposing, however, that the 
Turkish Government had the right to cede 
those provinces to Russia, there was still 
another and very important consideration 
—whether the Russian Government, at 
that time, was in a position, fairly and 
honourably, to avail itself of the cession, 
The war between Russia and the Porte, 
which terminated in the peace of Adrian- 
s» out of the transaction 
founded on the treaty for the pacification 
of Greece; oue of the principal provisions 
of which, and of the protocol signed by a 
noble Duke in another place, pledged 
each party in the most positive and solemn 
manner to abstain from any acquisition of 
territory, or any exclusive advantage. 
When, in consequence of the deafness of 
the Porte to the representations of the 
Powers allied on that subject, the war 
broke out between her and Russia, there 
was on the one side an anxiety to. satisfy 
Europe, and more particularly England 
and France, that the Emperor of Russia 


1 tor +) if) 
InPOTMAation, 


ople, sprun 


treaty of 


saying, that any candid mind brought to 
the consideration of the case must come 
to the conclusion, that, tn point of honour, 
Russia was restrained from availing herself 
of her suecesses over the Turkish empire 
to increase her territory to the smallest 
extent; buat when the acquisition extended 
to not less than 230 miles of a line of 
coast with an average depth of 100 miles, 
ineludin Cireassia but the whole 
of the mountainous range of the Caucasus, 
it was Impossible not to be astonished at 
the claims advanced. 


y 


) 
not only 


which were now 


} Another point which he wou'ld not. refer 


} 


ito the committee related, as he had said, 


] ‘ we : 
to the actual occupation of Soudjouk kalé 


}at the time the Vixen was captured. It 


;the ae 


Was imp )S ible, ¢ n reference to the printed 
papers, not to be st 


diction between the 
: i 


ruck with the contra- 
statements on wh ch 
cision of th 
| and those proceeding from other 


lForeign-ofiice was 
founde 
quarters. No one could be more disposed 
consideration 


than he was to give all due 


to the 


statements made by functionaries 


| holding such important and responsible 


situations ; and it was far from his inten- 


(differences which existed, 
| . 
| Lord could remove the apparent discre- 





tion to do more than, in justice to the 
interests he represented on this occasion, 
to call the attention of the House to the 
If the noble 
pancy, he should be ready, at once, to 
admit the force of his observations; but 
until that explanation was afforded, it was 
impossible for him not to feel considerabl 
uncertainty of mind as to the grounds on 
statement was made. The 
parties interested in the vessel, the captain, 
crew, and supercargo, all gave evidence 
that, at the time of the capture, no Russian 
force was in possession of Soudjouk-kalé. 
Che printed papers contained a letter of a 
very remarkable character from a gentle- 
man signing himself ‘* Edmund Spencer,” 
who accompanied Count Woronzow, and 
Mr. Consul-general Yeames, of Odessa, 
on a visit to the Circassian coast, about 
three weeks before the capture of the 
Vixen, and whose testimony agreed with 
that of the captain and of the crew upon 
this important fact. There was another 


which his 


point to which he wished for a moment to 
advert,—the irregularity of the capture. 
The seizure was justified under the plea 








QOU 


of a blockade. here was the lett cat 


the Russian admiral himself \ in u 
Reni | ee rad that let 

possivie to i GQ that ‘ | 

taining the conviction that hi \ 
} \? } . ¢ 

admirats) pres 1On \ 


the ground of « pt is the v 
of a blockade. ln this ' 
reat hardship was \ 

the petitioners, t Russian Gor 7 
having taken up th juestl 


ference to blockade. but s rly 


1 
sround of nscal rewulation il ] 
to refer that part of the petit 


committee which related to the d 


of sanction ut r W h tl petit 

were suppos | to hav entered « t ! 
euterpr 1 conseq t ( l- 
nications they held with 4 Pol 1 De- i 
partment and the bu ssy at ( 

nople. It was 1 that 

hould b 

ence to th f : f { 

{ the Adu ( 

petitioners, as 

tor inform { 

their « \ ) yas { t 
hussia to interl 

spect to ( reas W 

the Foreign Departm 

fact, there was a d sposit t 
satisfaction } undertak i 
likely to open lat provi to | 
trade, and bring to Iss qu 

tween th two ¢ intr ° Mr. | 

to the Secretary of Stat 1 ¢ 

Affairs, and addressed to h { 

which stood first in t printed } 

The answer Mr. B cely 

nob L. BE x ( 4 

feelings I it I 

have t I cs 1 i ( t 

the cas \ 

t| ho | - 


Cominerclal tu 

have been inxious to l] W 
formation his othee aitorded t 
who applied for it. He w 

On some occasions it 
ing to give information to 

any point connected with the trade of 

country. But there were also modes wi 
known to the noble Lord in his admi 

trative practice, in which it was possib 
to convey his answer in such a manner as 
should not carry with it a chiar r of |t 
evasion. It was not, of course, his inten 


tion to impute in 


a 


noble Lord, but such were cue circum 


stances which characterized the 
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{COMMONS} the Vawen. YIZ 


) practise deception. In the 


; me vu tim< - without the least desire to do 


nore than to re 


istice to those who 
had 


nder ju 


placed confidence in him, he must 


( th subject } the House. There 

is a tleman who had been placed by 
the noble Lord in a situation of confidence 
: 101 ventleman who was 

hh < tl ore 1-office, who had 

n appointed by the noble L rd, and 
hose appointment had been considered, 
yt only here but abroad, as an intimation 

1 the part of the Foreign-oftice of a dis- 


able to Russia; 
utleman 

impossible t 
He did not 

of that gentle- 


sO 

umstanced it Was h 
} 

could treat 


the 


e 
lightly. 
lette 


say, whether 


} 
man WwW 
tibcail, WHICH 





9) ] for } 
had. appeared before the 
i; = hs , } n r r 
nublic, was worthy of credence or not, but 
le mus iy, th coming from such 
‘ a } 
1 , a pers so. distinguished by 
1] tit] ] % 
] dk i i Util me ¢ <plana- 
} \ i ft | r, If was I1MDOS= 
i 
t 1 ln 
iV LO | { i s10t1 CaiCule 
} 1 4 1] 
i 1i0 ¢ \ \ ioted by that 
NT { , 
| ( t) from } or tne 
} ‘ } 1 
1nd ( Ss l ( iCMah whom he 
} 1 
| ted 1 W n It ind t it 
] } ] ? lie 
i 1? ‘ ( th Cy Vi i I MU1MiCd, 
( id 1 vain m referring to it 
| 1 rt s Wo i 
A ViIguild Y it ran 2ways 
icr tl i OWlD manne 
tess ond answe 
ter of the 7th of December, says, 1 
yt omit alluding to the capture of the 


! Vixen with t telling you that it has had all 


effect on the pu hat you could have an- 
icipa , and ev han | expecte - 
, 
nye t 1} a: % | Opt | It is 
: ; 
\ L i Gove n (LiS¢ Sl ly 
is 1 Bell’s state nt l 
ts t V well for him 
1 th ( I € V ( sé on ore 2 
\ nN ( ( il i vnicn [ hoy 
I 
1 | | 1 could send 
, itleeman who cat 
. | 
oa ) In t tou l 
lo bly for London, 
| : 
t i hi n you, 
V at nt f tl Vi trans- 
? ] ‘4 
\ iy be hable to misrepresentation, 
H ) 
is it would 1 thought proper, if, being 
g f | 


sy, you had incited Mr. J. 


mak ¢ he voyage as a diplomatic eX« 
, 
having been 


4 


wmswer for its 
NT ¢ ' ! 
ir. G. Bell 


hint comes 


lone before in 


from high aus 


There was another part of the letter te 
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which it was not necessary for him to refer] afforded the t opportunity for enabling 
at length. Ifthe noble Lord was anxious | the House to ascertain wh th was 
that he should read it, of course he would |] an il ibst 1 for the 
do so but his object in not doing so was to | 1 of the | s, and w hey 
save the time of the Hou In another | r under fa \- 
part of the letter Mr. U1 juhart d . | 
the expression as com from h t pa 
thority, and in fact as being sanet | rf t ffairs inthat Ho 
the noble Lord himself. He had he influ f 
stated the circumstances of tl ( | {ry | f bri 
they were related in the papers which he t t:-s to satisfy 
been made public, in order to draw HT ug 1] the 
attention of the House to them, and re ct 1 ly to tl 
considered that he had disc! | If, but to 1 rger qu 
more than his duty. Ci} vine the | f whict rar } 1 is | 
whole of the circumstances, he thought | eranti | nquiry for h he now 
one might be fairly struck with this fact — | move He felt ynfident th the 
that those gentlem¢ n who had embarked HI ld h 1 that 
in an enterprise of a fair and reasonabl ventlemen on both sides of the 
kind connected with their own just -|H r asi any considerations 
ests, and immediately « nected also \ a t of tl ise, would 
a large mass of the interests of this t Lv r the 
try, appeared to have taken every pre 1 mig | 
tion, and to have done everyt} | T 
Incumbent on them ya 10Vve TI } f 
nature of that ent rpris or mere] 
irregularity. That apy Uy 1 admit 
object of whieh th y did not | | pa to have 
but, as far as circumstances w 1 allow y ting cha- 
them, they carri i it into effect. t] f re. 
thought the Hous ld find L { tness 
further into the subject, that until a t \ juestion 
planation was offered of the f pheme- 
to in the papers, there was methn x | l t | partisa sh Ps he 
about those statements which ju | the | mu he had al t cht that the 
impression that the circumstances under | far g of nat ( erce, the 
which they entered on the enterprise were | | tion of mer . | above all 
such as to exempt them from the charg the prit le of thine like 
of having done anything unfai -| fi ) n most pre- 
regular. He thought after what had ap- | \ softhecoun- 
peared in the papers before the Hou nd | t 1 all sions But what was the 
those which he had the honour of bring Icha stransaction ? Letthe fault 
under its notice, that hon. gent en | 1, what sult ? 
would agree with him that the whole cir- | I Id t ! pel 1 con- 
cumstances of the « 1] fy | | \ f the Vixen—loss 
in asking for something more decisive than | t , and 
that which he proposed hi valuabl na- 
might, indeed, be a question wl rupon S W hat become of 
a fair consideration of the whole of the] t ( nd the owners ? 
Circumstances, a resolution might not Th yners Vi ruined men: being not 
submitted which should have the effect of | ¢ red by this particu! ss, but 
at once vindicating the character of thos: | no their attention and resources di- 
gentlemen, and of placing them in a situa- | y | from other speculatior Could 
tion to expect that redress which thei y one doubt the character of the Russian 
petitions demanded. But the motion with | act of condemnation? The ship had been 
which he would conclude did not go to} condemned as being engaged in an act of 
any such length, it only asked for inquiry | smuggling, and the captain and owners 


in that form which was consistent with the 
usages of that House—that form which 


| 


o (nd how 
was it with regard to the individual whose 


yvanded as common smugglers. 











915 


name had been brought foi 


What had been the 1 ilt to that Gen 
map, who was so h ly favoured by t 
nh ble Li rd s| tltime avos Ife pp i 


1 } } 


to have been ree qa und imaista 


which could not be agreeable. ind wha 


had happened to the Cireassiat 7 


whole weight of the Russian empire | 

been brought d upot m. 1] 

were a peo} situated at a long distar 

from us, and subject to all the mi 
; 


sentations of travellers who were ru 


romantic aud vaunt ne sto s, but ft 
1 
were 1 L <« } } ( OD i Huly 


subject. 


the records of history? Who formed tl 


barrier between the barbarians t 


greatest imp nce, ! 

: > de 

' ’ ’ ’ 1 t 

placed in an unha »} i I 
i { 

ck TP | ' 
WILD IWUSS1O meat Oi Ctl 1 
inn iV ' ‘ the \ 


fix her attent nn © " inst 
of our being « dl ! t ure 
of that country f{ our own a n 

we were compelled to 1 still, ls 


a large tore uy it to Dd t to | 
own | uTpOS _ t. indeed, as it up] 1 
vith very ¢@ : { 
con juen } | 

nation, t yt 

tion ot ( ‘ lik 
to be th t Hi id 

Lore on 1) | t t | ] ‘ 

ble cause of ’ lat st 
was t | 

papers; and, therefore, sidering th 
Importan of the case, and the eco! 
quence S arising Out OF It ft th omm 


cial and polit yal in i the coul 


he thought it could not be denied, tha 


the House oucht to inquire into the \ 





am, i 

tor i] } ] 1] } 
matter. fe hoped the ri would p 
° a r } rt 
mit him to a 10 
point. This ime t 
had heard ec ( 
the commer cK if 
He understood that a petition had | 
presented that night by the nobl 
} o 
the Member for Li 1, on 34 

ud T } 7 | 
subject. Did the right hon. Gentlem 





(Mi Po ictt | lh) Wan f iotitnat 
that the petition vot up for th i- 
! i] c t tqu { Ny be | 

i 
sad not l t | LILI¢ id Knew ne 
ng cont roy { what th 
noble Lord who | | 
i —ham ‘ th t 0 yer OF { 
that iter at t } i Al to 
terests Ot ¢ I a that ret 
rnat ; (Of le INembers I most 
I T 
em ) rms ou Ly } i it was n 
t 
\ thing O 7eT 1 ,.ainner ol IU P 
sons at Glasvow, but the teeli display | 
th ; la L, | - wed t 
Opll { On tu SUD] { 
H (| nt | aid » m han was 
riot to answer the inarticulate opject! 
ol the ri n. wen nan, whic vould 
} ta . € @10q nt form velo 
( if \ But t hare i in- 
In t i { Wepartme \ 
t ti ( ( ti t S rf - 
tha ( ( pt V ied ilk 
{ t li i mel | 
i { ll Was 
{ | l h | 
e | " nes whe 
rau ited, and draw- 
there! nn 1 ini i conhdenc 
int ¢ I nt? He thor it he er a 
puoi ient y n Ss} Cl 
ote Lord le when he was 
not und his | ircumstances, but 
vh | ison t!} it Ly ne 


i ot the #l .) t a 3 IW OCC uj} ed 
H vas ( th lirst to G 
I ) . >. - lt bo 
| { ara pictul 
im tn OF Cl 
( ng at iata t drawa 
V¢ l inf 5 - i th Ht 
1d Ae t 9 il SUD Cl 
{ H il s L uv 
{ o1LV 1 Orci Col i 1 t any 
I ( I | Vall, an :. al 
me t sh earnest desir 
{ J ! t nor tu 
t { i ot t ACh. to su yp rt 
t! ir ¢ il tel 1G ring to th ) ide l- 
tion ol hi qu tion that degree of in 
terest nd attention, and duty towards 
the country which it so eminently de- 
served, If, upon every occasion when an 
ffort was made by any hon. Member to 
iwaken the House from its apathy, and to 
l } l ud} t ol ch vas 
i ortance, aditiona I wel n 
lorded of the earnest ¢ of the House 
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to attend to it, the result would be most | t] \j nel 


dangerous to its character. Hes wnxioUs. | of \ lof] ( : 
on constitutional grounds, that 1 ia 
should increase its hold on tl flect | 
of the country, and that on th casion | titry tl 
they should not turn a deaf ea 

demand which had been made in the peti- ; 
tions which had been presented. H M | it 
aware he was but an ineflicient advocat ely | 
Setting aside all other considerations. it one, 
of the duties which they owed to th in- 5 
try, he hoped both sick softhe Hou youl 
evince a disp sition to do justice in this l, if 
Case, which, h beltey ~ a Fel \ t t i. t 

j the question to a Select Committee could 1 

only secure. | : urd t nds of 


Dr. Lushingto comme ine ) : < an 
that he considered there was not 7 ft n- 





averment in the motion which had ¢ { ' lous 
been made by th wht | \ ber . 
which was not « mp! ly conti i by - and. 
the papers already on the table of 
House, He Was | p I { I 
the petitioners had not been i 
aggrieved; that if they | 
either of property or character, it\ sty’s 
a full know] do of th circumstat t t f [ n- 
under which they acted, and that t 3} 
the mselves were to bla \i ! id 
to any encouragement \ { ( ssia 
tioners pretended to have ved 
the Government at hon = \ hel 
at Constantinople, h dertook r him to 
that they were expressly warn rs t n of iit mines of 
danger of their undertaking, and fully | t tf Wa j d 
informed of every fact 1 \i 
them in their commercial 
With respect to the ch 
brought by the hon, M 
House on the sul t of 
relations of the country, the « 
altozeth r groundless; for, re} 
as he did, a large cor 
he could undertak 4 
occasion in which commercei relat 
were involved, whether the D 
or any other that had been brought un 
the notice of the Hy use, had he 1 

: those subjects, or acted in re sp 

: in any other way than the dictates of his 
reason and his conscience point out. I Rus I - 


In saying this, he could speak in the sam 
terms of the other hon. Gent] 

like himself, represented commercial con- 
stituencies. Whatever view the right h 
Gentleman might wish to place this moti R,, 
in, it amounted, in fact,to nothing « tha 

a charge avainst het Majesty’s G rn 
ment, The question involved wa 
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restrictions on the trade with that line of coast 
which are recognised by his Majesty’s Govern- 
ment; for, although we have no 
sent assented to the proposal of the Prince of 
Wallachia, yet we should gladly avail our- 
selves of it, should we have a favourable answer 


to this our inquiry; and, at all events, in cons 


for the pre- 


sequence of our commer ral connections with 
that country, we look with the greatest anxiety 
for a decision on this point, which so deeply 
affects the interests of all the countries 
bordering on the Black Sea; and which more 
especially would open it ul} 
employment of British capital and shipping. 
“ We have, &c. 
(Signed Georce Bett & Co. 


“7] 
rene’ 
Heueral 


» for much greater 


The communication from the Foreign- 
office, in reply, stated that Lord Palmer- 
ston 


“ Must decline giving any answer to the in- 
quiries which Mr. Bell had submitted, and 
that the latter must himself make inquiries as 
to whether any restrictions of the kind to which 


— 
] 


he referred existed. 


He now came to consider whether the 
Foreign-oflice was aware of the existence 
of this blockade, and whether if it were, it 
was bound to give that information to Mr. 
Bell, the absence of which he complained 
of. He would now beg to read Mr, Bell’s 
letter of the 30th May, 


“ My Lord—We have the honour to ac- 
knowledge the receipt of Mr.Strangways’ letter 
of this date, conveying your Lordship’s reply 
to our letter of the 25th of M lV, relative to 
trade with the eastern coasts of the Black Sea; 
and we now beg leave to state to your Lord- 
ship, that we had no intention, nor does ou 
letter appear to us to require any opinion from 
his Majesty’s Government, as to whether we 
should, or should not, enter into the specula- 
tion therein referred to; the details which we 
gave pointed out a great field for British com- 
merce, and were intended merely to show our 
object in making the only inquiry which we 
did make, and which we 
peat, viz. — whether or not his Majesty’s 
Government recognise the Russian blockade 


now be g leave to re- 


§COMMONS} 


on the coast of the Black Sea to the south of | 


the river Kuban. 
will admit, that any commercial house is per- 
fectly justified in asking for information from 
his Majesty’s Government on such an im- 
portant subject as a question of blockade, of 
which no notification, so far as we can learn, 
has ever appeared in this country. 
“ We have, «Xe. 
Signed “¢ GreorGeE BELL & Co. 

It appeared, then, that Mr. Bell was 
aware of the existence of this blockade, 
and only asked the noble Lord whether it 
were recognised by the Government of 


We presume your Lordship | 


{ 
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this country. And what was the reply 
of the Foreign-oflice on this point, as 
contained in the letter of Mr. Fox Strang- 
ways, of the 2d of June? He would read 
an extract from that letter :— 


‘Lord Palmerston directs me to state to 
you in reply, that if your inquiry is retrospec- 
tive, and relat ly to the fact whether the 

lin Lhe Gazette 
in the Black Sea, your 
appears to contain an answer to the 
question which it asks. But if your inquiry is 
prospective, and is made for the purpose of 
ascertaining what the British Government 
would do in a hypothetical case, I have to in- 
form you that itis the duty of his Majesty's 
Government to listen to any statement ot 
crievance alleged to have been sustained by 
his Majesty’s subjects, and to endeavour to 
obtain where it shall be made to 
appear that any real injury bas been suffered ; 
but itis no part of the duty of the 
ment to answer speculative inquiries. British 
merchants 
guided by fic 


S SUD] 

Pi ee 

Driush Government has notihe 
) 

ny Russian blockade 


letter itselt 


redress 
Grovern- 


must, in their undertakings, be 
ts which are public and notorious 
to all, and must not expect that the Govern- 
ment shall, for their particular and individual 
events and prejudge ques- 


en : P 
eneht, anticipate 

} > 
tions of international rights. 


' r, Mr. Bell wrote 
another letter, on the 4th of June in which 


he states: 


In reply to this lette 
A 


‘We beg leave to state to your Lordship, 
that we do not make 
trospective, speculative, or prospective nature, 
but as to a fact, viz., the blockade of the coast 
ofthe Black Sea to the south of the river 
Kuban, which has existed, and up to the date 
of our latest intelligence still continued to 
exist; and lest we may not have clearly under- 
stood the tenour of your Lordship’s r¢ ply, we 
think it proper to state that the conviction we 
derive from the perusal of it, as well as from 
the fact of no notification of that blockade 
having been published by his Majesty’s Go- 
vernment, is that such blockade is not recog- 
nised by his Majesty’s Government.” 


inquiries of either a re- 


In answer to this letter, Mr. Fox 
Strangways wrote as follows :— 


“ In reply to your letter of the 4th of June, 
stating that the conviction which you derive 
from the perusal of my letter of the 2d of June, 
as well as from the fact of no notification of the 
blockade of the coast of the Black Sea to the 
south of the river Kuban having been published 
by his Majesty’s Government, is, that such 
blockade is not recognised by his Majesty’s 
Government: I am directed by Viscount 
Palmerston to state to you, that his Lordship 
can only refer you on this subject to The Gazette, 


| in which all notifications, such as those alluded 


{ 


| 


to by you, are made for the information of the 
parties interested,” 
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Such was the e corresponds nee wh 
taken place between Mr. Bell 
Foreign-oftice, from which it clearly ap- 
peared that Mr. Bell was fully aware of 
the fact of a bloc kade existing on the 
coast of the Black Sea. The question to 


which he now came was, whether it was | 


the duty of su . oreicn-office, and unde: 
what circumstan to notify the recogni- 
tion of any inte rrupting of trade on 
the part of foreig 

think it necessary 

should be laid down on 
indeed would be on many acc 
tremely inconvenient im practice. Of 
course, however, thie 


acts 


that any 
his point; whie 


renera rule 
Be! Cl | i 


Foreign-othce would 


act with discretion and with a due regard 
to what it conceived circumstances of 
each peculiar case required. Everybody, 


1 ‘ 
however f this general rule of 
’ 


international law, 


Was 


aware ¢ 
t 


it any British sub- 


n nti ns. IJedid not! as 


ountSs CX- | 


| 
1} 
ject who traded in foreign countries con- 


trary to the laws of that place was cuilty 
of a highly reprehensible act. With 1 

Spect to any notifications from foreign 
powers on such questions, he believed that 
it was not incumbent upon them to notify 
except in cases of treaties with other 
powers, which they were then called upot 
to notify to the Forei en-office. As far as 
he had experience in his profession he 
could say, that it was not the practice, and 
had never been the practice with this 
office, to convey information to any in- 
dividual merchant as to the rules and re- 
culations of the financial or fiscal policy 
of a foreign country. But that which was 
the great question, and hea d with the 
right hon. Gentleman that it was one of 
the most important connected with th 
subject, was, whether the te pi In 
question could be ceded by virtue « 
treaty of Adrianople between Turkey wei 
Russia. The question was, whether this 
were a 200d and valid cession of the coun- 
try by Turkey, when doubts were enter- 
tained as to the extent of the control 
which it possessed over the territory, and 
when it was uncertain whether it could 
exercise any acts of sovereignty over the 
natives, and that, therefore, 
sovereign of the country de jure, yet not 
being so de fucto, the cession was not 
valid. And was this a question to be de- 
cided on the point that had been urged 
that night—was it to be det 
the raising of a question growing 
speculating voyage from this country to 
the coast of Cireassia ? Suppose, how 


ermined on 


out of a 


although being | 


7 ? ? 17 F 099 


NE 21} Viven. 99 
ever, that Turk y had had th undoubted 
control over this country, and had ceded 
tto Ru : ! the latter had formerly 
recognis 1 thie uthority of } n r 
\ this « ist, after tl cession, Ol cour 

I ( claim the territory, by the ti ty 

| of Adrianople. How was it possible, 

rwevi | r tl noble I d, wil iS 10- 
norant of the p e state of things when 

1@ Question was asked | June, 1836, 
is t kede of the ecast, and as to 
the ec ld pursu th the inform- 
ito his } it moment, 

» Sa were } me parts 
i the ¢ / which Briti merchants 

ild t | icle 1 trading with- 

| I O 1 OF ¢ j i Hi 
( | r NM ye Vs tarv State take 
uy 0 with the 
ni} Information then bel him, as 
to the course the Russian Government 
ld t _ >; and even if he 
vas a of all the facts of this rreat 
and in p rfant ques n, he doubted much 
vhether it woul have been expedic nt or 
just to give an answer on a speculative 
question Suppost he had said, ** True it 
is that Russia claims control over this 
coast, but in spite of this, go, ‘‘ the peti- 
tioner then might have said, ‘* I acknow- 


validit y of your order, and I will 
nz, howe ver, of the kind oc- 

ae would it, indeed, have been 
question of 


le dge the 
oO,” No 
curred, a 
i raise the 


peace Ol , the consequences of which 
no man could foresee, affecting as it 

uld the interests of this great empire, 
ind the well-being not only of this coun- 
try ? but perhaps of all Europe. Therefore 
no blame attached to the noble Lord for 


civing no information as to the state of 
ifFairs in tha pinion asa 
vuide to th conduct of these pers 
commercial speculation ; and on this point 
he would repeat the opinion that he had 
before Pivel, that it had been the 
and constant practice of the Government 
of this country, to advise merchants going 
to make new speculations with distant 
parts of the world, that the y were bound 
to make their own inquiries as to the 
trade, and as to the fiscal laws of the 

they traded. Not 


whicl 
noble Lord refuse 


t country, or his oO 


nsina 


wise 


ae 

country wilh 
1 a ° 

only, however, did the 


to take any part in this matter or refuse 
to communicate his advice, but when the 
subject was introduced to the notice of 


het i 


Viajesty’s representative at Constan- 
tino} ple he 


: { 
acted in a similar spirit. Cer- 
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tainly nothing that was said by cither of 


the noble Lords could dispose Mr. Bell to 
ige in his voyage from Constantinopl 
to the coast of Cireassiz. Could any one 
read the first letter fro Lord Pon iby, 


unless they assumed that noble Lord to 


oO 
eng 


} + Sa | 
to have given utterance to the most wilful 
and false statements, without coming to 


: ‘ 
be inevitable, that Mr. Jam 


Vixen, was fully 


the conclusion, which appeared to him to 


was supercargo of th 
aware of all that the Russian vovernment 
had done and were doing respecting this 
coast, and that notwithstanding this, Mr. 
Bell took upon himself—and he hegged 
to state, that he blamed him not for having 
embarked in a mercantile enterprise of the 
kind—he took upon himself all the ris] 
of the proceeding’ He was surpris 
after reading this letter, that the 
hon. Gentleman could assert, that he be 
lieved, that this person engaged in this 
enterprise in Consequence of his placing 
good faith in the Government, in which 
however, he was deceived. 
hon. Gentleman not aware of the facts of 
the case; and what became, then, of tl 
matter of grievance when they read the 
letters of Lord Ponsonby Who could, 
after this, blame the Government for con- 
cealing the facts of the case from the 
persons who were about to send this ves- 
sel on this speculation? Lord Ponsonby, 
in his letter of the date of Oct. 18, 1836, 


said, 


ic 


“Myr. James Bell called on me yesterday. 


Ile asked me if I had received any intelli- 


gence concerning the Nlockade establ shed 
the Black Sea | Kiussian Gov ment, of 
i lat dat that of t le Vic had 
pass d betwe the | elon-ofhe ind his firm, 
relative to the fact of pubh 1 or non-pub- 
Lic i I fi Lhe Gi r t ( t Ve-l 

1 | bi | I } } t] if | | id I t 
re Ve ( 1 ! ! ¢ S biect 
Ile f eT twa ! icat 
made to this embassy by the Rus in envoy 
in Septem er last, relating t blockad 

I informed him of its tenor, and stated that 
Lhad commun ted it to his M aL sty’s \- 
sul-general for the information of the mer- 


chants.” 


Thus, then, it was clear that he must 
have been aware of the facts of the case 
before he proceedc ion his voyage. The 


letter thus proceeded— 


‘© Mr. Bell informed e that he was about 


to undertake, without delay, a voyage to the 
coast of Circassia on a tradin peculation, 
and that | hould iu knowleds 


that the blockade established there by the 
Kwussian yyernment was informal and ille- 
low, then, c uld he Sav, that he had 

no intimation of it? and he challenged 
Lord (Stanley) to find within 

the four corners of that papet that hei 
Maj sty’s Government or her Majesty's 
representative at Constantinople had 
intimated to Mr. Bell that the block- 
ade was illegal and informal. He was 
then prepared to show, that Mr. Bell was 
informed of the facts of the case, and was 
not misinformed by the Government, or 
other vuthorities, as to the law of th 
case. He said, that he expected to have 
1Z d, that he had no inten- 
tion of acting under any disguise; that 
his end was to establish a trade in which 
he expected to find his interest; that his 
was a lawful commercial! speculation and 
Lite rprise. Now, \ hat Was the result of 


1 | 
this? Was it not clear, that he speculated 
on the chances of escape? Was he not 
He might 
asked whether the seizure was in con- 


uware of the risk that he ran ? 


formity with the international law or not; 


{but that question it was not then neces- 








sary to determine, for Mr. Bell’ chose to 
decide the question himself on his own 
knowledge, and if he was mistaken in his 
construction of the law, knowing as he did 
the facts of the case, he was alone to 
blame, If there had been an infraction 
of the international law on the part of the 
Russian government, they were to blame; 
and every British subject absent in foreign 
parts had a right, in case of the infraction 
f that law, to cal 


ment to demand redress 


| upon his own Govern. 
But in a case 
yt and difficulty he had no right to 
demand that an answer should be given to 
him, and, above all, on a hypothetical 
case; and if he chose to runa risk, the 
judgement must fall on his own head if he 
was in the wrong, however we may regret 
the result. Mr. Bell stated, that his was 
ilawful speculation. What, however, was 
the observation of Lord Ponsonby to his 
assertion that he was engaged in a lawful 
speculation and enterprise. 

“T replied that Ihad no right (if I should 
have the desire) to offer any objections to his 
was the undoubted 
master ; but 1 would observe, that it must be 


proc edings, of which h 


necessary to his own interest carefully to 
avoid every thine that could wear even the 
appearance of an attempt to evade the block- 
ade. Hesaid his intention was carefully to 


ivoid even uch in Ippeal mice 




















othing w 
he cautioned i! 
thing that \ 
ever, that there \ 
coast tl re 


closed, from an al 
of the Ru i 
object { hist v 
} ] 

a tion { 

wa toc t | 

ind coma 

OD] ets \y 

imple 

nah haa 

if imMost 

man last 

u el ¢ l 

} } 

CiOS< t ( 
conor { nh tl 


was no ground of 


f 


merchan 
these 


issued. 


restrictions 


they had 
had no right to, 
vessel attem} 


it would not 


any Pows I whi 


sovereienty had th 


pal remutat 
Now, 


tions were nny 


municl 


descril 


vernment mn 183. 


had felt yme iittl 


four 


With resp 
mitted, that it was 
he had a particul 


rt 


int 





927 Seizure of 
point. If the occupation of this place was 
only by ten men, still it would be a mili- 
tary occupation, as if all the country was 
under the power and control of the proper 
authorities. It was, however, clear from 
other documents that the Russians had 
possession of several other places on the 


coast. In a letter from the Consul-ge- 
neral Yeames, dated Jan, 30, 1837, he 
says,— 

‘The force directed to the bay of Soudjouk 
Kalé reached the fort, which in 1836 I had 
seen commen¢ ed upon the Doba. as stated in 


t 


my dispatch of the 11th of August of that 


year, and the existence of which has been so 
strongly and pertinaciously denied by some 
persons in England.” 

In the letter of the llth of Au ust it 
is stated ,— 

“ The next Russian station is i bay of 
Soudjouk Kale, which, during several years 


and till lately, remained unoccupied. On a 


low ground to the left, when entering the bay 
of Soudjouk, are the ruins of the Turkish fort, 
which is completely demolished. Nearly on 


the same site is to be erected a small Russian 
fortification, not yet commenced. ‘The pre- 
sent position was occupied not three weeks 
previous to our visit. I beg leave to refer to 
the line of forts already mentioned by me, 
which was projected from Oglinsky on the 
Kuban. The fist of these, erected at the 
distance of thirty-three versts, is named Abyn; 
the second, sixteen versts from it, Mislayefsky ; 
and the third, eighteen versts further, we saw 


traced out within the entrenchments of the 
camp on the Doba, a small stream falling into 
the bay of Soudjouk at its southern extremity.” 


This, he contended, was quite suflicient 
for the military occupation of this fort and 
its neighbourhood, and there was also the 
list of forts. It was clear that the ques- 
tion of right and possession 
determined before could demand 
satisfaction from If we had a 
clear right to carry on commercial rela- 
tions with this coast, it would have been 
beneath the dignity of this great nation to 
yield to anything less than that to which 
it was entitled by the law of nations. It 
had, however, been asserted, that ‘Turkey 


must De 
you 


Russia. 


was not in possession of a great part of 


the coast of Circassia. But there could 
be no doubt, as regarded Russia, that that 
power, by the treaty of 17 
ledged that coast to belong to Turkey. 
She, therefore, had a right by the treaty 
of Adrianople to take this territory as 


83, acknow- 


belonging to Turkey, she having ac- 
knowledged fifty years before that it 


He 


had already 


belonged to ‘Turkey 
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stated sufficient to show, that there was 

ough to justify Russia in claiming an 
occupation of the by the law of 
nations ; but if it was merely a question 
of doubtful cecupation, and it became a 
matter between A and B. 
C and D on the othe Ps he asked, whe- 
ther a mere question of doubt was a matter 
in which England should come to a rup- 
ture with a great empire like Russia? He 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman whe- 
ther if or the benefit of this 
that question should be tak 


ra 
) 
tli 


Cau 


coast 


On one side and 


nation 
nup in 
after what had pass d on the 


was for 
the 


Is manver 


part of Russia in I831t and 1836 on this 
very subject ? \t both these periods 
Russia was ple lved be yond retractation 
that it would pursue its claim to the 

vercienty ¢ f Cireassia. Supp se, In- 
deed, it was determined, that Russia was 


10t In actual possession, did the right hon. 
ink, that the alluded 
the best sert the commercial 
rights of the people of Great Britain, after 
the distinct avowals made by in 
1831 and repeated in 1836, and when 
the latter stated, that she would never give 
vay on this point, supposing it to be a 
doubtful matter, which he, however, de- 
nied that it was, and which was likely to 
excite the grounds of quarrel between 
these two nations, which would probably 
have involved all Europe in a war? The 
persons who had undertaken this adven- 


! 
Gentleman th period 


to was to as 


Russia 





| ture had no right to complain ; and he 
{did not blame them for doing that which 
they, no doubt, regarded as a matter of 


) fair commercial enterprise, but they had 

no claim to redress for that which had 

proved unfortunate to them as merchants. 

He thanked the House for the attention 

with which they had listened to him. He 
found no fault with the right hon. Gentle- 

man opposite for having brought forward 
his motion, except for bringing into the 
discussion of the evening some communi- 
cations which appeared ina newspaper of 
this day, and which came before the public 
in such ashape that, whatever might have 
been his anxiety for his argument, or for 
the cause that he was advocating, he 

should have disdained to have used it. 

He should have disdained, under the cir- 

cumstances, to haveused those documents, 

and he did not recollect an instance of a 

person holding the confidential situation 

| which the writer held, who had availed 

| himself of the use of documents in the 

j way in which these had been brought for 
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ward, and it would have been better f 
his own honour and credit if hi | 
them secret, and much more t 
vantave of the House of Commons 1 


have wasted their tim by d | 





question on which they iid come t 
satisfactory de Ision. 

Lord Stanley said, it 
to entertain some su picion t { 
cipal part of the speecl 
learned Friend, who h 
was intended to | cirecté 
motion which he sup; 

: 





been made, 

which had actually 
right hon. Gentleman n 
in the first observat 


from his hon, and } 
he hy id dwe lt on , 
of referring to a ¢ mitt of the H 


of Commons matters involving 
of the greatest international im 





questions of the highest polit 
ation - ~questions which might pos 
become the means of raisit ¢ 





vould pass over, as altogether beside thi 
question, the two topics on which his hon 
and learned Friend had laid Ss mui 
stress, namely, the question of inter 
tional law, the question ofthe actual 
pation of Soudjouk Kale, and of tl 

of Turkey to cede that territ 


} “ 7 ’ . 4] 
the hon. and learned Gentl 
with great pradenc and d 
considering how strongly he felt 


subject, with great temper al 





, =) he 


sideration of Parliament at present. THis | 


right hon. Friend was well aware of t 


. importance and difficulty of thos jues 
tions, and he felt, with the hon. and learn 
Gentleman opposite, the inconvenien 
which would result from the respousibilits 


as it now properly did on the Executiy 
to the House of Commons, which 


hon. Friend had not at all pre 

refer those questions of international law 
and of the existing relations between Rus 
sia and Eneland to a Committee of the 


YOu. ALG fe 








Europe, or at all events, of giving rise to 
a war between this country and Russia, 
with all its possible consequences, be 


as of Russia to take poss ssion of it. H 
would pass over these topics, | 
right hon. Friend specifically 
very evil which had been anticipat by 


from bringing those topics under the con- 


with re feret ce to those que stions, resting 
Government of the country, being ted 


tainly ought not to bear it. His right 
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be capable of producing, whe- 


i 


he might 


{COMMONS} 


ther he had received such encouragement. | 
[f he had, in point of fact, received that | 


surely he 


encouragement, ought to have 
also received protection. But hi had not 
received that protection. ‘I answei 

the noble Lord opposite upon this point 
was, that he had not received that protec- 
he had acted in this 


on his own r sponsibility without rec: 


Oo! 


he 
he 


tion because matter 
iving 
any encouragement 
{ pon this part of t 
hon. Gentlemen opposite to say, whet 


from Government. 


he issue, they called on 


they had not made out such a pri 


] “ } 
case as called for the appointment of a 
. j be “s 
committee before w lb thi ntiemal 


might be enabled, if it were in his power, 


to vindicate his character, which w 
With reg to the 


learned Gentleman’s observatio1 
first paper he had al 


at stake. ara 


to which 


would take the liberty of asserting, that 
Mr. Bell appeared to have been perfectly 
aware, that there were no interuational 
commercial relations between Russia and 
the Cireassian territory, which he pre- 
sumed to be independent, and that in 


const quence of th it there was a mere than 
ordinary means of advancing British com- 


merce in that independent state. Unde: 


this impressit n, Mr. Bell st ited, that he | 


had applied to the Seeretary for Foreign 


Afttairs, to inform him of any restrictions | 
expressed his astonishment that Mr, Beil 


to which British commerce might be sub- 
ject in that quarter. 
learned Gentleman seemed, in his ol 
ations upon this part of the subject, 
partake in no inconsiderable de 
extreme ingenuity which had 
played by his noble Friend opposite, th 
for Fore ign Like th it 
noble Lord, be had lved in a most 
artful use of the 

‘* sanatory regulations.” 


to 
gree of the 
been dis- 
secretary flairs. 
indu 
terms ‘* blockade,” and 
Mr. Bell, 


individuals to 


learned Lord, in his answer to 
for 
judve for themselves in matters of this 


had said, that it was 
, 


description, and derive their grounds of 


opinion from those sources of intelligence 


which were open to all who proposed to | 


embark their capital in any commercial 
venture. Mr. Bell stated, in bis reply to 
Lord Palmerston, that he 
to be informed whether or not it would be 
for his advantage to embark in this spe- 
culation. Undoubtedly, British merchants 
were sufficiently awake to their 
ests 


secretary 


did not desire 


inter- 
the 
Bell’s 


own 


hot to require information from 


for I 


Ly 


reign \flfaus VI 


The hon. and | 
SCTV- | 


just previously to his setting 
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nquiry of the noble Lord was, whether 
there were any subsisting political rela- 
tions, whether there was a re cogniz d in- 
by blockade, which would 


a British sub 


terference 
render it 

ject to embark his capital in the proposed 
What was Lord Palme 


im as 


unsafe for h 


Rimes , , 
speculation, rston s 


answer? The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man had detied them to prove, that Lord 
the | | yok ide to 


Palmerston had declared 


be informal and illegal. It certainly was 
not so stated in terms; but in his reply to 
this O"¢ ntl man the LD ble Lord had stale | 
listincetly “| refer vou to the Gazette 
There is no notification of any blockade 
in the ¢ elle. ind having been re- 
p itealy } ead I nba ZF th nol 
Lord ssured n, that the was no 
kad ( i | y the British Go 
vernment. Had Mr. Bell, then, or had 
he not, the right, under those circum 
stances, to Suppose, that iW his ship w t 
ized by Russia, he would be protected 
by the Brittsh Government? But then, 
said the hon nd learned Gentleman with 
reat in rity he did not inquire whe- 
ther there were any nat ry revulation. 
Was it not manifest, however, that Mr. 


be a 
ask of the 


Bell, being aware tl » would 
ditheulty, had 


proper authority with a view of informing 


taken care to 


himself of the risk he was encountering ? 
And the hon. and learned Gentleman now 
should not have k 
blockade existing, whe 


nown, that there wasa 
n Li 


itd Palmerston, 
out, had said 


that there was no blockade recognised by 
this country. Suppose that Mr, Bell had 
received no further enecouragen ent, the 
hon. and learned Gentleman said, that it 


was not necessary flor foreign government 
any restrictions d by 


1M pos 
of our country. 


thre m 
It 
this case 
alre 
nicated in the most formal m 
nstantinople, expressly 
information of the British 
and transmitted to the Secretary 
had for 
notification 


on ti con 
But, in 
had 
for it had been commu- 


M4 
VET s 


certainly was 
1 


the 


one 


hecessatly. 


fore:en Government 


SO: 


rady d 
anner to 
Mandeville, at ¢ 
for the mer- 
chants, 
State for Fore: 
six years in his pos 
ol restrictions. The 
again, 1m one answers stated, that 


it is not usual or necessary to publish 


of n Aftairs, who 


session the 
Lord, 


" | 
these noble 


of his 


these restrictions of a foreign vernment 
in the Gazetfe. Now, he assert d, that 
th merchant ol this country had i rioht 
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to complain when restrictions are imposed | careful not to endeavour to evade the 
by a foreign government, materially aflect- | blockad 
y + k 


ing the trade of this country—even 
branches of that trade not specifically 
encouraged by the Government — th 


merchants of this country, he repeated, had 
a right to complain, if under such circum- 
the committee at Lloyd's were 
not made acquainted with 
tions. On that 
to go to issue. 


stances 
those restric- 
count, they were ready 
They were ready to pr 

ceed to issue, not « nly upon the prop iety 


of such a course being adopted, but up 


the question of this very course having 
been the practice of former gover t 
They were ready to establish befor 
committee that it had been the practice 
of former Governments to communica 


to the committee at Llovd’s the fact of 
such notifications having been receiv 
hon. and learned Gentleman had pr 

ceeded to observe, that Mr. Bell did n 

go to Constantinople himself, but that his 
brother undertook a communication with 
the British Minister there, and laid ail 
the details of the transaction before him; 
and he was then made perfectly conversant 
with the risk he was running. He had held 
acommunication with Lord Pons Loby the re, 
and had asked of that noble Lord whethe: 
he had received any notification of the 


fJune 21} the Vixen. 


Mr. Bell, ther fore, sa | the 


, ; 
hon. and learned Ge ntleman, was fully ae 
quainted with the risk which he ran. He 
Was acquaint d with the fact that he mioht 


' 


be incurring he 


SUSDICION Of 


blockade, 


! er was plain and precise. He said, 
' } } 
I have no occasion to evade a blockad 
Che Secretary of State for Foreion Affaire 
j ) Affairs 
t } ~ ' i 
none recognised You 
t to evad bl d ! mean 
t yc it 3 Stra for a 
T rs a 
i i et in th TIiSk, not fo ey 
Ifanys pshouid ha peri 
) l ha 1 authority of f 
et State for | reig \ti for 
t I | land co l | ( n 
‘ ] ] 
t { nx thal | Wiil ¢ rangeh to 
; : : 
| On. [I ( qd not whethe tt 
| | 
i il Ad 1ifal d Mp in on 
port a R » Govern it confi 
4] 
» the oth Ile assumed, that 
' ; 
the entire transaction was pertectly leit; 
| cale 
Inmate, that the sanatory regulations of 
ittissia Wel right, and the blo kade legally 


conducted ; and, assuming that such was 
the case, he said, that this was the 


very 
Bell came to the 


1 ) 
indemnity. But the hon. 


round on which Mr. 


noble Lord for 


and learned Gentleman says, the noble 


blockade of a laterdatethan the intelligence | 


received at the Foreign-oftice, where no 
communication had been found on the 
subject. Lord Ponsonby, said the hon. 
and learned Gentleman, could not be ex- 
pected to draw nice distinctions between 
foreign blockades and sanatory regulations; 
but the fact was, that the noble Lord had 
actually drawn that distinction. Th 

noble Lord had stated, ‘* That having been 
asked on that occasion what communica 
tion had been made to him by the Russian 
Envoy, he informed Mr. Be ll of its beine 
asanatory regulation, and further stated 
that he had the fact communicated to | 

Majesty's Government for the information 
of the English merchants, but had not 
ordered that any public communication 
should be made of it.” Under what cir- 
cumstances was Mr. Bell placed? Ti 
applied to the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, who told him, that th 

blockade was not recognised atall. He 
went then to Constantinople, where th 
Minister told him, that there might be a 
blockade, that there were some sanatory 
regulations. “I tell you,” ¢ 
“ that you 


tinued 


Lord Ponsonby, must be vers 


| perhaps the ne 
| justified if he said to Mr. Bell, ‘ 


Sponsli 
i 5 


| whether tl 


, puoH 


| there may not, [ don’t choose to Ove 


and learned Lord at the head of Fore ion 
\flairs was not bound to give any inform- 
ation or advice, or encouragement or dis« 


couragement, to Mr. Bell. P 


erhaps not ; 
syle Lord would have been 
You ask 
Blockade Lnere Is 


1 


or ird to any othr 


mM 1 


S mole question, 
ee ae 
ith re r matters, 

| di ( | 1 to SIVE 


itever. Phere 


information 


you ahy 
may be restrict ns OL 


vou 
aaa ce : P ; | . aie 
any answel roceet On your own fre- 
, T . > 
ility. But it was also a question 
h Mr. 
vd did not 


communication whic 
Bell had had with the noble L 


in his mind amount to a secret encourage- 
ment of the exy The 
t] man who had just Sat down had depre- 
( SUrprist 1 at this, 
because it was an inconvenient witness,— 


expedition, hon. Gen- 


was not 


ind he 


he had ae precat d the evidence published 


Mi Urquhart in his letter of that 
m¢ in He did not know that rentle- 


lie was not aware that he had ever 
To the best of his belief he 
never had had anv communication with 
m He knew nothing the 
ition of this letter, did 


H 2 


seen him. 


whatever of 


But this be 
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know, that his right hon. Friend near him, 
in the pursuance of this case, having ob- 


tained a know ledze of the existence of this 


letter, actuated by that gentlemanlike 
feeling for the possession of which all gave 
him credit, felt, that he had no right to 


make any use of an official correspondence, 


which might be supposed to come to his | 


knowleder any violation of official 
SCCrecy. and for a this 
letter on Saturday last in his place in the 


» through 


moved copy of 


Ilouse of Commons. What was the an- 
swer of the noble Lord the Secretary for 
Foreien Aflairs ? Did he say, that this 


was a communication ofa nature partaking 
of official confidence, addressed by an 
official subordinate to an official superior 
that he was unwilling to give publicity 
to crets of importance, and on 
public 
of the document? Could any 
that, if such had been the 
right hon. friend would have either pressed 
for the production of the paper, or used it 
that evening? But the course taken by 
the noble Lord was yen ly the opposite 
of this. He said, [ hardly know what 
this letter It is a volume almost 
thick as this (taking up a book from the 
table.) It is addressed to me by a person 
not in office; and there is no official secret 
in it. The document not an official 
one.” Ife was not in the House when the 
noble Lord gave this answer; but he had 
never heard it denied, that the noble Lord 
had rested his non-production of the letter 
upon the ground of its not being an official 
t, but a letter addressed by a pri- 
vate individual, who had been discharged 
from all responsibility. But the noble 
Lord had gone a step ‘further than stating 
that this letter, being an unimportant one, 
he had not given himself the trouble of an- 


state si 


man say, 


answer, 


is. as 


is 


documen 


swering it; for, from first to last, he 
alleged, that it was full of the grossest 
misrepresentations. He knew nothing 


‘* he repeated” of Mr. Urquhart personally ; 
but he would say, that he conceived the 
publication of the letter to be quite a 
natural course for a man of honour and a 
gentleman to pursue, when he heard a 
Secretary of State say, that he would not 
produce a letter written by that individual, 
on the ground of its not being official, but 
at the same time charge it with being, 
from the first to the last, full of the gross- 
est misrepresentations. Ile could see no 


proper course to pursue but that which 
Urquhart had 


Mr, taken, which was to 


{COMMONS} 


rrounds objected to the production | 


his | 
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| publish the whole letter, that its contents 
| might be made known to the world, and, 
‘in order to judge this matter at issue be- 
; tween him and the Secretary for Foreign 
\thairs, demands a committee of the House 
of Commons. He felt the slightest 
| reluctance to use the evidence contained in 
this letter. It bore on the face of it the 
kuowledge of a man perfectly conversant 


not 


with the facts of the case; and he 
only asked for inquiry, whether his 
statement be correct or not. He therefore, 


had not the slightest reluctance to use the 
evidence in his hands, as applicable to the 
question whether any encouragement had 
been given to Mr. Bell. If the noble Lord 
meant to deny the statements contained 
in this letter, if he meant to deny, that any 
}encouragement had cviven to Mr. 
Bell, why object to the committee? For 
his part, he would Say, that if the noble 
Lord proved Mr. | ‘rquhart to be wrone— 
the great proof rested on Mr. 
Urquhart’s allegations—the case, if it did 
not break down, would materially 
weakened. But who was Mr. Urquhart ? 
Where was he employed? The noble 
that 


been 


since 


be 


Lord said, no encouragement was 
given to Mr. Bell, or to any one else, to 


trade with Circassia as an independent 
state. Were Mr. Urquhart’s opinions on 
that question not known to the noble Lord 
when he appointed him on the embassy at 
Constantinople? Was the subject of trade 
with Circassia of no weight in procuring 
his appointment there ? Mr. 1 rquhart was 
known to have been at all times, zealous 
for the independence of C Lcdtinlepccah all 
times anxious to have an independent 
trade opened with Cireassia as an inde- 
pendent state; he had, at all times, felt, 
that to open such a trade would be bene- 
ficial to this country, and, at all times, had 
denied the right of Russia to interfere 
with the independence of Circassia. Mr. 

rquhart had much communication with 
British merchants upon the subject of 
trade with Circassia; and having had that 
communication with Cireassian and with 
British merchants, was not his appoint- 
ment, under these peculiar circumstances, 
and at that particular juncture, as secre- 
tary of embassy at Constantinople, a direct 
furtherance to the trade with Circassia, of 
which he was the advocate? Mr. U rqubart, 
then, being in constant communication 
with the Foreign-office, and having re- 
ceived a lucrative and confidential situa- 
tion under the “oreign-oflice, had the best 
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means of making himself acquainted with 
all the facts of the case; and the lette: 


from which he would presently read ex- 


tracts, contained statements which Mr. 


Urquhart was only desirous to have inves- 
tigated before a committee of that House. 


Those statements would remain unrefuted 
if the noble Lord successfully opposed the 
committee. Mr. Urquhart, in his lettes 


to Lord Palmerston, thus expressed him- 


self :— 


*¢ The question of the independence of Cir- 


cassia, in which solely is involved the | 

or the illegality of the vovage of the V1 
had been strenu isly 
advocated for several months nder \ 
Lordships’ sanctior My l P {S, detail 
my entrance into the country two years bet 


in violation of any supp sed mMunicl} right 


} 


of Russia, had been received, and not ¢ 


proved of. The Circassian declaration of in- 


dependence had been published after matur 


deliberation, and several weeks’ « spon- 
dence with different branche of tl Gove 
ment, in a periodical co cted \ 
Foreign Department; Circassia was n 
as an independent country on a map 

by your Lordship. In consequence of the 


views of your Lordship’s becoming known, 
Mr. Bell conceived the project of a commere 


cial voyage to Circassia. He consulted mi 
s 


thereon. [I entered into discussion on thi 
subject with Mr. Strangways; and, in conse- 
quence of these communicati ns, nd othe 

of most unequivocal character which I need 


not quote, but which resulted from communi- 


cations with your Lordship on the subject, t] 


idea of such an expedition became a settl 


object, and Nr. Bell then formally addre | 
your Lordship, stating it to be his intention to 


open commercial connexion with the ind 
dent tribes in the Caucasus, and asked if tl 
were any legal impediments to such a voya 
recognised by the British Government.  \ 
Lordship referred him to the Gazette, as on 


question between belligerent states—the publi- 


cation or non-publication in the Gazette beit 
in the eye of all mercantile men, the test 
their right to carry on commerce with a 
given coast in cases of war; anc fi 
of your Lordship to the Gazelle proves th 


this was a question which involved the belli- 
gerent rights—not the municipal regulations— 


of Russia, and, consequently, setting wholly 


aside the communication made DY the Russia 
Fnvoy at Constantinople to the B 


ter in 1831 on the custom-house and quaran- 


4 


tine regulations to be observed by tl vessels 


ived ny cncouragement wom 1 


ritish Minis- 


nde these circumstane was it that 
Bell commenced his « ponden 
with Lord Palmerston, who, deal vith 


question as between two | 
told him the blockade was not 

used by this country Vould y 
tell him, that Mr. Bell nad not 1 


n-oflice ¢ But did 1 { 
result f tl Vixen had been ma 
wn? Had t le Lord ey then 
( up his mind to witl ( d his i! 
wd approbation? On the 7th of 
nb Mr. Urqu { I \I 
neways Ile comimunicated t r 
ind Mr. Strangwa immediately 
1 in a priv lettes v i was 
| ed, and | he wv 0 or 
id [n letter already qu l, and 
t departure of t Vixen was 
vn, Mr. Strangway Pp ke of t exul- 
1 With which the } ( rs | | 
! ( \ this ¢ try, nev 
btit Y that he right 4 nner \ " 
issia W ild | i tained ()n 
ld \ supp dl tnat th ounce- 
ti ived by the Foreign S tary 
ve result of an undertakin tf which 


ouid not foresee the disastrous cons - 


ices, would have met with an imme- 
liate reprimand from the noble Lord of 
inconvenience and mischief that had 
lted from that unrecogn 1 and im 
er conduct of Mr. Bell No such 
re sl et \ th i | tt f ex tation 
rt! Under Sec { Let them then 


| ( the &th of Decem| id even 
oO” Mr. Straneways to ive been 
nauthorised to write as he did in a 


imminent danger of war between | 


na} nid Rn , } ry or 
Mand and Russ 1, the Secretary for Foreign 


’ o 

\ffairs was liable to the imputat 1 of net 
| 

laving expressed any opini nt ibject 

fromthe SthofJanuary tot ‘thof March, 


; : : : 
date of his letter. Ile had no means of 
| 





ym the dates furnished by this corre 


lence, from which it appeared, that 
ifter th sailing of the Vixen was known 


tter dated the 7th of December, thy 


of foreign powers trading to the coast of Glr- . ’ 

cassia. When, therefore, your Lordship says, ider-Secretary rejoiced in the proceed- 
that you were averse from the voyage, and that | ings, and the Head Secretary for Foreion 
your correspondence with Mr. Bell shows airs took two months after the receint 


that you were so; I can only confess, that 


laboured under the most perfect delusion uy 


to my first interview with your Lordship afte: 


my return to England,” 


iat letter, to decide whether Mr. Urs 


it’s conduct was meritorious and ju- 


icious or not. Mr, Urquhart considered 
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himself very ill-used, and ck 


his conduct, and that of the Government 
investigated before a Committee of the 
House of Commons. He had no means 
of ascertaining the nature of any diplo- 
matic differences between Mr, Urquhart 
and the noble Lord ; but if that gentle- 
man’s letter was good for any thing, it 
was proof absolute of the previous and 
subsequent encouragement of the expedi- 
tion, undertaken by Mr. Bell. Te con- 
tended, that the question was simply this 
-—-would they, upon the statement of facts 
made by the right hon. Gentleman behind 
him, and not disputed in point of fact, that 


sired to have 


Mr. Bell went out with the knowledge of 


the Foreign-office, that the object of the 
expedition was known to the Minister at 
Constantinople, that the vessel had been 
seized, that a preliminary sanction had 
been given— would they refuse to grant a 
committee to inquire whether those 
were so or not, and whether Mr, Bell had 
not sustained serious injury in property 
and character, and that that injury bad 
been the consequence of his reliance on 
the encouragement given him by the Mi- 
nister for Foreign Aifairs in this country ? 

Viscount Palmerston said, after the 
magnificent exordiuin of the speech of the 
right 
was about to treat of a subject compre- 
hending international 
the highest order, and after the peroration 
with which he concluded, it would hardly 
have been expected that the object and 
end of his speech was to have been li- 
mited within so narrow a compass as that 
which he had contented himself with. 
The greater part of the speech of the right 
hon, Gentleman 
the objects which he proposed to accom. 
plish, it was not an exposition of the pur- 
poses for which he requires us to grant 
him a committee, but was a long enume- 
ration, in considerable detail, of points on 
which he does not require us to go into 
committee; for, after entering elaborately 
into some of the great questions to which 
he had adverted, he has regularly con- 
cluded each part of his speech with— 
“But on that point I do not wish to pro- 
nounce an opinion.” The subject which 
it appears the right hon. Gentleman 


wishes the committee to inquire into, Is 
whether Mr. Bell has lost money and cha- 
racter by the expedition of the Vixen, and 
whether he received from me, as Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs, any encouragement to 


{COMMONS} 


| discussion—the 


| any character at 
| speculation for views and purposes of his 
| own, which he was perfectly at liberty to 
| do, and it would be 
facts 


hon. Gentleman, telling us that he | 


considerations of 


was not a statement of | 
| through the Foreign-office, asserts that 
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undertake that expedition, TE think the 


right hon. Gentleman has not shown the 
slightest ground for the assertion which i 
the motion, Nor 

noble Friend, who has come to his aid 
with that pugnacious speech of his, been 
able, with all his ingenuity and greate: 
practice, to offer the shadow of a ground 
There are two points 
which may be altogether laid aside in this 


sell, (for | 


basis of his has his 


for this motion. 


losses of Mr. 
} 


' ‘ 
do not suppose the right hon. Gentleman 


t 


considers a committee of this House ne- 


cessary to make valuations of the ship and 
its cargo), and the loss of character sus- 
tained by Mr. Bell, which I also put aside, 
as I donot conceive that Mr. Bell has lost 
all. He entered into a 


utterly unjust to bim 
tosay, that on that account he stands less 
well in publie estimation than he did be- 


| fore. If | were to find fault with Mr. Bell, 


Was 
with commercial, but 


it should be because his speculation 
entered upon not 
with political views, and with the intention 


| of placing two great countries ina position 


of which war might be the consequence, 
and herein he showed himself not actuated 
by proper views. But did he receive en- 
couragement from me to enter upon the 


expedition? 1 repeat my denial of that 
| assertion, and I have not heard anything 
}in the course of the debate to invalidate 
| that denial. 
|of the phrase ‘* Foreign-office.” 


I disclaim the interposition 
That 
office comprises a number of officers who 
act on the authority of the Secretary of 
State; therefore any man who talks of 
communications which he has received 
which has no meaning, unless he can 
state that such communications has taken 
place under the responsibility of the Secre- 
tary of State for the Foreign Department. 
Now it is said, that Mr. Bell—this inno- 
cent Mr. Bell—was led into a trap by me 
by the answers I gave him. I deny, that 
there is the slightest foundation for any 
such assertion. The inquiry he made of 
me was, whether it would be wise and 
prudent for him to enter into a specula- 
tion for the sale of salt on the coast of 
Circassia, whither he had been invited by 
the authorities; and he wanted to know 
whether there were any restrictions, recog- 
nised by this country, applied to that 
commerce by the government of Russia. 
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My auswer to those tnquirtes Vil Di II \ ind (ou i evuiation 
cisely what thre rigiil hon Gentleman said Whiy rely, i iad 

it ought t 

been told, said the right hon, ¢ Y | fore ¢ se 


that he must jude for Limisell, thi Ul ad Deen I t! Li 


o hav been. i] ought t Ha biad ( hever | t | 


Government of Engtand could 1 | 
advice to a merchant as to any enterpri [ could | > 
oe } ; i 
in which he proposed to engage ; tha Del | wled ie facts, 


precisely what | said in my com ul . I | i W ih } WV iSkl in y 


tion of the 30th of May, m which I 1 led | t tm | y ) ving my 
to the 1nquintes h addressed to m \ \ i said, h i I 
was one point I did not answer, ! catl You st 

miust be idmitted, tial al had done ) | riven me, that y 

I sh uld have be Hn 2uilty ¢ aeTeatt | l riy 1on i 

of propriety. He wished t now wha } nt for 1 ay \ 
was the ¢ pluion OL tit ‘i i SI S UoOv\ a 2S t l HY ter ask 
ment with regard to t great qu . , and that was, wv t Ci 
to which the right hon. Gentlemat \ I l ‘ sian blockade 
luded ;—viz., the right of Ru to { ( t oft “a Now 


soverelgnty of Crnreas » aba hether | | it | he ien Say, that 


thought she was or not en if re Lh iL Kad Syl us With 
] i] ] ; l ‘ 
establish thos customs 1d tory reg mverv Gu mel 
ations sh Was cenloi D OY thi | W i { - iis ts ov custom 


of lier arms. Now, | ist say, that regulations, and Mr. Bell kn 


individual merchant is entitled t sk regulations | Phe con 
M yesty qrovert t t | Ih 
On questi l or ft t sort i i su : l i | 

questions be put, it wouid be most d : to learn was, whether there w 
gerous and imprudent in t minister recoguis lockad n I replied 
answet them. | { sa ls that ial l i1iormatiol n that nt... mh f 
1 am surprised at lit Gel to 7 G d ind there the 
tleman, Ww I \ \ ol I this, M 
is, who DlLinsei has i I ! ] PR S I | | 
ble situations —] mM su risea, t t | : 1 col u ( y iragement 


should th 


“s ] ; ] 
public duty, on mere accidental ques- stant, « i tha iingly 
tion put DY an individual merchant tn- | ( i I vay this gen 
quiring with respect to a Cal o| lt. m in Ww © the letters | idressed 
solve a qu stion of t maevnitude, { n, y im} sion from 
only as regards the relations « for the last was, that he was endeavouring t 
state, but altecting also thos L\ ne to g 1 O} 

) ] ! 4 ‘+ 

Russia and this country. At t san natter which did n pp I 
time the right bon. Ger NAD 1 t hi Tes I [| to ¢ 
course of his speech sa l, that ruest : ople, and what ioran 

was too great a ol for him to approach | % 1 he | ! cept fie Is shown 


the discussion of in this House. He | evulations of | 

talked about opening doors, and the} peated in tl l ju | 
stones that would crush all th interest W hh had e| iV ich th 
of the nation; but if he will not eis ler pla tw us: 
opinion on that question even now, I thn fact, “an ived October. 
he will admit, that it was Only commo i | regu us ( i iLus 
prudence On my part not to be ited int ls AG rhimet state, t t t rce 
the trap ; for the ti ip, there was one, | K ( t i ports, 
was laid not for Mr. Bell, but by M: cause they are the only | n which 
Bell. I think he will admit, that it was | cust cutie But 
my bounden duty to avoid the trap wl 

“innocent Mr. Bell” laid for me. It is]: t with violating ilations, 
said, that Mr. Bell did not altogether | re t ike sure of as whe tak 


understand the distinction between ala cargo of salt, which is prohibited in 





4 7 ive Oy 
} ‘ 
port determmed ist { have twe 
rin to hi O' that first hi Lake iri te 
port, a cal »ywher nol Is allowed to b¢ 
' 
taken, and next he takes a cargo which ts 


not allowed to be taken to any )) rt at 
by explamed to him 
r to which he exposed 
his ship seized Wi] 


havin 





f ( OMMONS $ 


| penne 
HLISCL | 


rat pre tence 


) hp) 
is th re, then, fol wing that aeception 
} } 4 } ‘ \J » . 
nas b n | ctised on iil B 4 i can 
} | ] , ht , 
( Icectl\ 1 Ca 11 Whicl I TInt lV 
| : ’ | ] 7 
had can for compliant j 1 ( ld 
' | | | , 
ite that | had been told me, t 
_ / , ) 
ony pel 1 competent to mak { 1a 
communication to him, even ii | had 
i> ’ 
received irom Le ad 01 onby if would 
| ] 
have for noth inasmuch as his 
| } ] ¥ } 
Lordship was not authorised to alfora him 
ee ena 
such mnformat n i he haa 1 tOIG DY 
or 
me, ‘Proceed, and if your is seized, 
" 
this co ry will go to war 1 ssart 
in order to eet you inden { 
} ’ = | 
deed, mig il LV peen id hh lad 
( ived € 1 ure E€MeENt > but no 1Ci nti 
mation wa \ an him, no H thin 
ippro ching oO 4 No com A 
, 
is made t¢ im th . lity ¢ i 
: } 
torture int l i itement iad som 
’ ’ 
personal interviews Wi Mr. Bell previou 
} ] 
to the «¢ re aen he then ¢ Xp nea 
] ] | + 
ithe objects he had \ but I gay 
} 1 | 
him no eneourag t [ told him it was 
‘ 1 
a matter oi hich h al must | th 
’ 
rad puta dl 1 i iest i to put 
, = ; 
1 4 1 
he must pi It in writit I in \ } 
: 1 
he hould | iis VV, Et 
' : a 
would have i 1 al } } ich as could 
1 1 1 : F 
urd t n uted DV } Lit tl pt t ts 
i 
to any Gov iment, wher weighty inter- 
nO | { , oly f 
national questi “ INVOLY l l i 
A 
coul { pW yout to ta to hay 
reed an individual to undertake a voy 
{ | | ] 
the opject OF which W to bring about a 
coll 1 bet ) t ations he thing 
} } 1 ‘ 
mpu | » | m { rem | 
oOnensivi 1\ -even to thi riant (, ) 
a] i) BE. ’ 
tleman. but, il r. DEL \ acting del 
’ , , 
this encou rement, y has h I rveqd 
i] f 1} ¢} n} +] 
( rate it of that ict ti Li} li nth 
\A 1 ,) 1 } 
Ol ivtay Ol i : \V Hay heard 
| { 4 , nc } had 
a creat deal of the correspondence, he hat 
| | ; G43 ee f 4] 
ceomplamead much Of UU aecision OF the 
‘ 1 
{;overnment, but how Tn 4 t it nevel 
rar t eS gsc ats “ 
oceurred to | } to say, what a man natu 
’ 2 } 
ily would s Inder s 1 CH istanes 
Vhy, you teil me you cannot get re 
1 = f arn Sacre S 4] ! 
dress ior me from fvussias; is that the 


answer to make to me alter having 


sehit | you, Vil 





V2ve) 


J44 


‘That would 
I cannot 


under ¢ 
the 
from 


me out OMALPANLEL 


natural course. 
forbeai saying that, even by Mi 
Bell’s own showing, hi 
what I must call an underhanded political 
He, who is induced by hints in 


have been 
was engaged in 


intrigue, 
this quarter, and surmises in that, by un 
authorised publications, and by the retorts 
they give rise—he, who is thus 


ho 
induced to think he Is acting in accord- 


Lo whic 1} 


‘ 4) } s | a ( . . 
ince With the wisnes of the Crovernment, 


vives himself no further trouble to 


] ] 
in whether | 


" 1 
ind Who 


eis correct or not in his 


isce©rti 

im 2 ange anl re Is ’ | \ | . 

inp] Ssl 1S sucha person, avOyYhiIisown 
idmission, shows that he has embarked 


in an underbanded political transaction. 
at once dispose of the charge of the 
Gentleman so far as it rests on 
rinted dwelt 
t great length as to whether Soudjouk 


papers Though he 
various other points had been 
bring that question 

With regard tothe 


1 
iif d ad not 


-on his motion. 


-ollateral matters, there 1s only one more 

which I consider it necessary to allude, 
ind that is the inputation cast on Lord 
Durham for not havine taken at onee, and 


ny instructions from the Govern- 
Mr. 
nnot help thinking, that Lord 
| le parted fro the 
I creat interna- 
ved, he had taken 


without 


to procure redress for 
have ¢ mM 


duty if, whena 
| tion was invol 
Wy decided cours being au- 
Instructions received 
He might have as- 
y high or toolow. Till he 


Opinions of his 


iortsed to do so by 
from his Government. 
tone te 
w what the deliberate 


Government were it would have been highly 
pable in him to have committed him- 


As it 


statements 


whatever. 
the 
I shall take no step 
instructions.” The right hon. 
rentleman complains that this is one of 
i¢@ many instances of the indifference of 
the Gov » the interests of the 
commerce of this country. I am wholly 
ss to perce ive the lozical connection 
uments he used, the state- 


course Vas, 
h 


1 
ome ne Fe- 


elve 


nt t 


rom 


between the are 


ments he made, and the inferences he was 
pleased to draw from them; but I beg to 


assertion 
which is really more at variance with the 
fact. Butthe right hon, Gentleman says, 
“ You ought to have communicated these 
custom-house regulations to the committee 
it Lloyd’s,” and the reason why he tells 
the authority of the chairman at 


‘ Sade | ‘ ; 
, It is impossible to make an 
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Lloyd's 1s, because it is always the practic 
of Government to communicate all such 
matters. Now, when the chairman of 
Lloyd’s speaks as to what is the invariab 
practice of that association over which he 
presides, his testimony should be conclu- 
sive; but when he undertakes to tell you 
what is the invariable practice of different 
departments of the government, he rathei 
oversteps the bounds of his own know 

ledge. It is not the practice of the Go- 
verument to make communications with 
respect to cases in which there ts iny ditti- 
culty whatever; but if it were our duty t 

make such communications, for them to | 


of value, it must also be the duty of foreien 


countries to make communications to us: 
and as we do not happen to communicat 
our internal regulations to them, it would 
be too much to expe ct them to make a 
communication of theirsto us. The right 
hon. Gentleman pressed some smaller 
matters. The cost of sending despatche S 
only once a month to Constantinople ts 
500/. Mr. Bell offered to carry the des- 
} j 


yatches, and he was allowed to do so; | 
, 


and if this is the only way in which th 
right hon. Gentleman can establish a con- 
nection between Mr. Bell and the Govern- 
ment, he must indeed feel, that his cas 
broken down. ‘ Put,’ says the rig 
hon. Gentleman, “ Lord Ponsonby 
no positive objection to Mr. Bell proceed- 
ing.” Lord Ponsonby said, ‘* Her 

the regulations—do as you please.” Ii 
the noble Lord had commanded Mr. 
not to go on, it would have been corm 
plained that he, as a British minister, wa 
assuming a power whichdid not belong t 
him. Allusion had been made to the | 
which has been published by Mr. Urqu- 
hart. It would ill befit me to criticise the 
course that gentleman has thought prope: 
to pursue ; but my objection was not what 
it has been stated to be by the noble Lord 
(Stanley), that his letter was a betrayal of 
official confidence. My objection, on thie 
contrary, was, that it contained a great 
number of private and personal communi- 
cations between Mr. Urquhart and oth 
people which I did not think fit to be pub 
lished. Having read Mr. Urquhart’s lette 
over attentively, I contend there is nothing 


; 


in it that goes to prove, in the slightest de- 


pedition of Mr. Bell. He does not even 
pretend to say, that he received from me 
any sanction or approval of that expedi- 
tion. He says, he heard this from one, and 


he understood my Option om another 
Ile refers to t reumst mide 
p det of Cureassia hay dis 
( | Lp dical, \ 3 | | 
{ wis connect l with th l { Line 
but \ h | om {tO Sa l l ind 
wh | har | no Col trol what V 
Putting these notes and circumstances 1 

ther, he h be | ised to entert 1 
( tain Opi stot exp d } tth 
eX] It uid, that [ wanted to 

I tott tion Tl it isl t thre 
‘ase. Tlavine ascertained the share which 
Vir. 1 uhart had pers ding Mr. Bell 
t } xpedit 1 ie | 1 aban 
doned it. I told Mr. Urquhart in a letter 
| to | iat | sidered the course 
{ to be incompatible with his 
public dt 1 that riving him leavi 
tf absent ! | land | thought it 
I { | 1 1 that L « iid not allow 
Nit ) Lurn ft 1 pos This, then, ts 


| ippea 

ha Ima a t y \ promoting 
in object which thi covernment desired, 
but which they did not like to avow. ! 
admit that. But suppose Mr. Urquhart 
| id been told by me, Jet Mr. Bell send 

Ith Vixen, what v yuld hay been th 

| « have pursu In 

|! Mr, | hart it he would not 
to i nek 4 ld n that | 
| s Wa communicat eve to Lord 

ay nsonby \ i [| rem il nd 

| t { N { { sp I leeiings 
1 le LVé I Was 1\ m which 
| would the suppos that his 
t | it VW uld « ily | temp wy If, 
)\ \ | had Sa nea Mi Be is CX. 


pedition, would not Mr. Urquhart, on re- 
letter, have exclaimed, “ Your 
You tell 


me | am not to » back; why do not vou 


communication astonishes m 


vourself urve me to do that which you 


assign as the cause of my dismissal?” I 
lreally must say that a person who under 
lsuch circumstances could not make that 
reply, ar d immediately, must be supposed 
|! much le ibl to defend hims It than Mr. 

[ rquhart, o1 than the right hon. Gentle- 
|man who takes up the cudgels for him. 

} leay t $ ju stion to Db de id d by 

H ise, being content to} rsuad my- 


| 


1 


gree, any sanction on my part to the ex- | self that they will not be preva led upon 


y appoint the committee. 

Sir Robert Peel: I rea ly feel it to be 

iperfluous to trouble the House further 
with a prolongation of this debate, After 







94% Nerzure of 
the eloquent md arvumcntative speeches 
of my right hon, Friend and the noble 
Lord near m« and the lam tte mpl it a 
reply by the nol Lord opposite, it 1 
pe rfe ctly clear, that in poimt of argumen 
the case is satisfactorily settled Phe 
noble Li rd has ( il] dl the s eech of my 
noble Friend ‘ay nacious speech.” ‘The 
noble Lord \ most unl py im hi 
epithet as in his umen It was an 
able and a convincing speeth—it was a 
logical ind an ar imentativ peecn but 
the epith t “ pugnacl us” cannot | ip- 
plied to it. Pugnacious, if I remer 
anignt, in refered toa 8} 1 OF 
bate, means a conflict of eum - but 
that the speech of mynoble | i cannot 
be so designat $s evid { t| 
simple fact, that all th rument is on 
his sid 1 recollect a high classical 
authority for the use of tl m. Iti 
that of a gentleman pl 1 in a situation 
nearly similar to that ol h nobl rd 
opposite ; 

_— —--— \fi z 

Dl rixe@ ¢ l 
: he nob! | } x ( i ] ] hat 
the result of my right . Frien 1OtioNn 
should be « O trifiing 1 but 
may I not be permitted to express m 
surprise at the observations of the nobl 
ord in this respect ? What iS the \ 
dication of the character of a British 
merchant, and the protection of the com- 
merce olf this country, such trifles in the 
eves of the 1 ne | that he can bi 
surprised at my right hon. Friend's inter- 
ference on their behalf? It may be an 
insignificant matter in th ves of ( 
noble Lord, and a fe tons of salt m 
seem to him to bea mere ti > butt 
subject Is one which volved a creata 


stake 


iS if the cargo wel of preci 
stones; and, at all events, that i 1 
lancuage for a For secretary ol this 
ed to use when any of its interests 
are at issue. It is no matter what may 
be the size of the vessel seized—it boots 
not what is the nature of her cargo: it 
may be salt or it may be diamonds—th 
House of Commons is the place wher« 
such a case as this question involves 
should alone be decided. The nobl« 
Lord, in the beginning of his speech, cer- 
tainly exonerates Mr. Bell from blame 


and he casts no 


ut, long e he ¢ 
; them on him in abundance. 


The the 


he acquits him of wrong, 
stigma on 
cludes, he ce: 


Why is it 


him : b befor 


cn noble Lord, at 


,;COMMONS} 


) 





Vixe 


his Observations, ad 


utset 








committee moved for by my rig hon 
Friend, on the rounds that Mr. Bell 
character intact; but the noble Lord 
cuts himself oli from. tiat round b 
casting nputati ns on that Geuile: n’ 
cha Cle} before he concludes his speech 
| know nothing ol Mi Li ii | Nave I} 
ac inftance with nin — | hat ho 
knowl dee of niu ri cept In HIS Capacity 
of a british merchaut; but still, [ think 
the noble Lord might have done bis own 








t ¢ nde 





Cause I re rvice i d- 
voured to damave Mr. Bell. The noblk 
j a 5 { rut iS Oh il Bb I 
Cia Ci | \ bi s ia Lh alt ' 
Ir. Bell was endeavouring to entrap 
I under pi fences 
Viscount Palmerston denied having em- 
ployed the word fal He only 1, that 
Mr. B was endeavourin to trap him 
dei pr Cs ; 
Sir Ro t Fs W ell, it so. ih 
b] | l als says, that Mir. Bell was * 
concerned in ) attempt involve two 
reat ( ries In Wal Why what 
mots could i B h merchant have it 
promote a ! twecen two countries such 
as Russia id Eneland, unless he acted 
unde t cirection of his own Govern 
mM ft It ens I le Lord has stated, 
Mr. Bell ) ses large property in Ru 
sia, what motive « d he have still more 
yas a British merchant—in promoting a 
war between the two countries, unless he 
understood that it would please the noble 
Lord, or some in power and authority ¢ 
| im Givel ( u i rstand that Mr. Bell 
would be a t ser in the event of 
uch ct { I i i 1 if 1.0 au has Ulli 
failed in signing any reason why he 
hould desire 1 if the noble Lord had 
succeeded tn OWll that Mr. Bell was 
acting on intellicenc with thi British 
Government, I should hav been ab {< 
understand it, however unwise | might 
deem his cond The motive in that 
case Ww i be obvious Now it Is not; FS 
and, therefore, the noble Lord is at fault 
in his observations r specting him, Afte: 
listening to th peech of the noble Lord 
ind the hon. and learned Gentleman be- 
hind him, Lask my lf, for what purpose ale 
the different departments of the State in 
try constituted 7 Are they to assist 
| British merchants—to eounsel, to guide 


| al 


i the case 


1em, to point out whe 


) th 
1ey 


are 
ri 


y wrong, 


7 
id to encourag » when tl oht? If 


before us be taken as é 


specimen, 
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| should rather say, that the { { of 
Hlished for the DUrpos of bewild fo 

him. The noble Lord | said, t} he is} p n of 

himself the ‘ Foreign-office nd that 


| ri ] 


authority but his was to be taken in all 


matters connected with that depa l 
What does the noble Lord mean? D \ { ! 

he exclude altoge ther the Under Seere- u f Mr. Be 
taries from all sha In it ? Does | \\ t ( | 


mean to say, that British merchant 

consuls communicating with t] I rn 

office were not to take anyvthi ( t r, St: P 
authority of an Under Secretary of Stat the | Adn 
unless he procl ims it at h 
derived from the noble Lord ne. | \ | t and 
every communication mad I. 
manner to be looked 

have been Under Secretary of Stat y- u 

self. [have been Secretary of State als: t ned, 
and though | know not what 1 n | le j |? 
ambassadors might do, I do | that \ } th 
no British merchant would | 

differences betw n secretary and ( t t a 
Secretary, in the way of inf 

lative to his business of suc \ 

confidential nature as that under d 

sion, an Under Secreta 

to make a communk ation with 

ity. The objection, 

invalid one, and the line of difl ! | eciaratiol 
drawn by the noble Lord cannot b Russia, and 
tained. Let us now consider the posit | 
of Mr. Bellas a British rehant, t { . t procure 
had sought informati on 1 tion from 
from the publ Luthorit In | 
the noble Lord received a distinet int I He- 
mation from Russia, that she meant t t At 1 of 
establish fiscal right t ( hi 
Circassia. ‘The noble Lord s ; eo I Lis 
would not be convenient to con 

that intelligence to the pul lic. Cal l it ( Nesselr 

But when did Mr. Bell make inquiries} that 1 

respecting i Sf Years aft Accord t sia t { f A 

to the laws of Russia, the Black Sea was} ) \ 
to be open to all vessels; but that th { ssla t . me 
could only touch at certain ports on the spect 


eastern shore, where quarantine and cus- | 1 her claim ide on 
tom-houses were € stablish« d. What tha ) t \\ \ i | { pl test 
communication did the noble Lord mal that Uk und lave retained 
to Russia on receipt of this intimation of | t self power to have ntested 
her intention? I will agree wit! | 
it may not have been convenient to make | proj He might h said “I hav 
it public at Lloyd’s at the time , but what \ ch a declarat : ue, but 
communication did he make to Russia, | | t admit its force. That might 
when he learned that Circassia was to | ) consistent a ic; but 


j 


no longer an independent power? What | t nothi f the k done or i3 
did he say when he was informed, that | t ht of, and a st as soon as th 


Mr. Bell’s vessel had been seized? In a| question was raised, s sect at rest on 
letter of Lord Durham to the noble Lord, | the satisfactory assurance of Count Nes- 





; 
t 
; 
5 
4 
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selrode that the coast had been ceeded by 
Turkey. Certainly, Mr. Bell did not re- 


ceive the most satisfactory assurance or | 


information on the subject. Ile applies 
to the Foreign-office, and he is told 
“Took to the Gazette, and see if the 
blockade be recorded there.” ‘There cer- 
tainly was no direct communication from 


the noble Lord at the head of Foreign | 


Affairs to warrant Mr, J ll’s enterprise, 


but looking to the communications of Mr. | 


Urquhart and Lord Potsonby with him 
respecting the rights of Russia and the 
protection of England I don't sce how 


any man could come to any other couclu- | 
“Ss ; = : e | 
sion than what Mr. Bell did respecting | 


his right to trade and his claim to the 
protection of his country. The noble 
Lord may say, that Lord Ponsonby might, 
in his explanation, have confounded the 
ideas of blockade and “ fiscal regulations,” 


but he does not allow Mr. Bell that excuse. | 
Kxtending to the noble Lord himself that | 


} 


excuse —allowing him to have interpreted | 
the edict of Russia in 1831 to have duly | 


extended to ‘ fiscal regulations’—it may 


be easily inferred, that he need not have | 


taken the troubie of protesting against o1 
contesting such a harmless edict. 


whole affair a trifle, till the affair of the 
Vixen enlightened him, for he had SIX 
years to think of the matter, and yet said 
nothing about it. The noble Lord said, 
that Mr. Bell might have had a_ political 
object in his commercial speculations. It 
appeared, however, that Lord Ponsonby 
himself was a willing party to this political 
object, according to the statement of Mr. 
James Bell. 
his interview with Lord Ponsonby :-- 


“T then informed his Lordship, that it was 
ny intention to proceed in a vessel I expected 
daily to a certain point on the coast of Cir- 
cassia, which I had fixed upon as most eligible 
for the trade I had in view; and that, as I 
had ascertained before leaving London, that 
our Government did not acknowledge any 
right on the part of Russia to impede trade 
with the country in question, and as nothing 
seemed to have since occurred to change the 
position of affairs, I should endeavour to attain 
the object I had in view, and should not be 
diverted from it, unless force were employed 
on the part of the Russian Government, in 
which case I should seek redress from the Bri- 
tish Government, and hoped to obtain his 
Lordship’s aid in so doing. In reply to this, 
his Lordship stated, that he perfectly coincided 
in the propriety of the plan I had adopted, to 
which he had no objection whatever to offer, 
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It cer- | 
tainly looks as if he had thought the | 


He says, in his account of | 





as he considered it an indisputable point that 
Russia had no right to interfere with, or pre 
| scribe rules for, British trade with Circassia ; 
| and that, if I adhered to the straightforward 
| courst detailed to him, he had no doubt of iny 
being able to establish a claim for support 
from the British Government, in which he 
would be glad to render me all the assistance: 


in his power, requesting me at the same time 
to transmit him information as to what success 
attended my enterprise.” 

What, then, did Lord Ponsonby mean 
when he told Mr. Bell that it must be 
necessary, for nis own interest, carefully 
to avoid everything that would wear even 
the appearance of an attempt to evade a 
blockade ? He could not mean “ fiscal 
regulations” here? I must say, that if 
| Mr. Bell became a politician, you made 
| him so by your advice, countenance, and 
| support. You told him that Russia had 
}no right to demand dues, though she 
might have to blockade the coast. Where 
is the British merchant who would not 
attempt te trade when so assured and 
supported? From Lord Ponsonby, he 
| goes to Mr. Urquhart, and, if by his off- 
cial advice, Mr. Bell went wrong; the 
| noble Lord who appointed Mr. Urquhart, 
and sent him to Constantinople, is respon- 
sible, and not the British merchant who 
acts on his information. I am aware, 
that this case is one of a very peculiar 
nature, and I may say peculiar hardship. 
A court of law, | fear, will not grant re- 
dress. I do not say, that a House of 
Commons would give redress, but I say 
that there is a strong case for inquiry. 
There are three distinct points in favour 
of Mr, Bell: first, the six years’ conceal- 
ment of the blockade by the noble Lord 
at the head of Foreign Affairs ; second, 
the dry answer returned to Mr, Bell when 
he demanded such information as might 
have served for his guidance from the 
only competent authority ; and third, the 
further encouragement given him abroad 
by Lord Ponsonby and Mr. Urquhart, ail 
form solid grounds for this inquiry. The 
noble Lord says he will resist it. It would 
be dangerous, perhaps, to give the 
political portion of the subject into the 
hands of a Select Committee, but the 
demand for inquiry stands upon grounds 
to which that objection cannot fairly be 
made. A British merchant comes before 
the House of Commons, and states, that 
he has been encouraged by the Govern- 
ment to embark in an enterprize, by which 
he bas lost his property, through foreign 
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interference and aggression, and that he} 
can obtain no redress. He declares, that 
the Courts of Law are not available to | 
afford him compensation—that the insur- 
ance offices will afford him no redress 
and that, as a last resource, he applies to 
you. You may refuse him this redress ; 
but if you do, I forewarn you that your 
decision will not be satisfactory to the 


public, who look attentively at these pi 


ceedings—and still Jess will such ad 
sion be satisfactory to the great and intel 
ligent body of British merchants, 
deeply interested in the case, and whi 
naturally look to you for protection, 
sympathy, and justice. 

Lord John Russell could not agree wit 
the right hon. Gentleman in thinking, that 
any case had been made out for inquiry 
and as he did not think that any such 
case had been established, he must objcet 
to the motion. The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s case was this,—that they ought to 
appoint a select committee for the pur- 
pose of inquiring how a British merchant 
had been treated by the Foreign office. 
In the first place, then, as to the inquiry, 
and with regard to the facts which they 
might have to investigate, he asked what 
facts were there to be ascertained, which 
they did not know from the papers befor 
them. And, then, what redress was asked 
from them by Mr. Bell? The redress 
was this, that they were to enforce against 
the Government of Russia the claims of a 
merchant who insisted, that he had 
injured by that Government; and t 
they did not obtain that redress, they wer 
to go to war with Russia. ‘This was what 


| 
her 
en, 


they were called upon to do, and yet they 
were told, that the Select Committee were 
not to go into any such points as the oc- | 
cupation of the coasts of Circassia, or to 
examine the question regarding the pr 

priety of the seizure; that they were, in | 
fact, to avoid those very questions upon | 
which Mr. Bell asked them for redress. | 
They were to avoid all this, and they were | 
to have merely a Select Committce of the 
House of Commons for no purpose what- 
ever; for it was not to inquire ito the 
facts, and it was not to give any compe- | 


tent relief. It might, indeed, be said, that | ¢1 or 
| haps, be but halfa merchant. He then 


there was one pot which the committee 


could establish, and that was, to establish | can 


the right and the duty of the Foreign Se- 
cretary of State to give notice to every 
sritish merchant of the regul 


which they might be aflected in trading to | 


itions by 
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wT ] 1 
Whether such re- 
| | ‘ 
gulation would be beneficial to the Go 
vernment of this country, or to the trade 
of this country, it was for the House to 


ech | ell putt ng Lil Cas al hh 
had been quoted by Mr. B iimself | 
lal mY had pro- 

( led it voyage with t Vixen 
ld | ! i il it venience 
would | What at the time 
{met had ae 
| rit Ol Sj would 
} [ i ner iit 

y a i SK if Vv 1 If 
yard to f Kad r th coasts, Ol 
vbat \ I expected 
fron \ | bound 
XI iL10 the part of 
( col rv with re- 
pe ) I Spanish 
(4 nt { reru ¢ And 
J EW 2 p l n ind at 
ten | f \ L | i hich th 
Spaniards | ret uned DOSS ssion. it 


iid undoubtedly have been found that 
the Spanish Goy inment would have ip- 
plied to that vessel the enforcement of 
those laws which Spain had resolved to 

| 


SUCH ships 
prey ul between this country ind the 
pendence of which had 


nb fact, a question Of toreion Pp LICYy whi h 


+ } x bos tatcl nal 
ight b lf t douvtiul and cifiicult state 


i years, : N went ft iffect tl 

| lat b nt scountry al | Russ l 
With this, too, the ere other points to 
ibe determined. Government micht feel 


} 
i 
y } 
1 


a difficulty 1 determining them: but here 

It was proposed that all were to be regu- 
} ~ ] 

lated by the resolutions of a Select Com 

mitt sitting up stairs, and of which five 

were to bea juorum; and they were to 


determine, that for all future time every 


Secretary of State was, by himself or by 


1 T } e y i 
the Under Secretary of State, to declare 


\ hat were the regulations of ltussia, 


France, and of every other country; and 
this at the simple and single demand of 
inv merchant who might be halfa 


orof some politician who mi 


to the assertion of the 1 


cht hon. 


tas al ] ] . 
Gentleman who had last Spoken as to one 


part of his noble [’riend’s speech with re- 


urd to the authority required to give effect 


to any communication comin irom the 
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Foreign-office. His noble Friend had not 
asserted, and did not mean to assert, that 
any official communication coming from 
an under-secretary of state, was not of 
equal authority with that which had been 
written by the Secretary himself. What 
his noble Friend had done, and he meant 
to do nothing more, was to ré fer to that 


which had been done in the course of the 
present debate, where, in explanation of 
the foreign policy of this country, the 
House had found, that a private letter had 
been quoted, A letter they perceived, had 


been qui t d, Wi ich had not been writt n 


by the direction of the Secretary of Stat 


but which had been written by a person 
in a confidential situation i onstanti- 
nople, and vhich was brought before t! 

public only by means of a gross breach of 
confidence. This letter | | 


rad been quoted 
most improperly. He was astonished that 
it had been done by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, who o1 oht to be a very grave au- 
thority on such points, He was astonished 
that the right hon, Gentleman, who was 
himself conversant with the usages of Go- 
vernment, and who had even filled a dip- 


lomatic situation, should have seen this 
done, and not have visited the transaction 
with his most severe censure and repro 
bation. It was in consequence of such 
proceedings that his noble Friend had 
stated, that he would not be responsible 
for anything which did not emanate from 
the Secretary of State. It was a declara- 
tion which his noble Friend would never 
have felt it necessary to make if the right 


hon. Gentleman O} posite had notin the 


CO rse of the debate astonished the House 
by giving oceasion for it. The right hon. 
Gentleman, with respect to the state of 
relations between this country and Rus 

had omitted to notice that which he 


thoucht the right hon. Gentleman could 


not be unaware of-—the disp sitions mad 
by Russia herself with respect to different 
parts of ( assiae ‘This was a matte! 
which could only be expected to be treated 
of in a debate upon thetr foreign re lations, 
and yet it was brought, as it might b 

said. edgeways into a motion on the claim 
of Mr. Be Il fy I the loss « f his vi ssel, and 
which certainly did affect th amicabl 
relations between this country and Russia. 
What was the state of the port \ here Mi 

Bell’s vessel was reported to have been rv 

ceived ? It was ackvowle deed by Russia 


that the port had belonged to Turkey ; it 


was so acknowledeed in the treaty of 1783 
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In the map referred to by the right hon. 
Gentleman, a great part of Circassia was 
laid down as belonging to independent 
tribes. But three of the places were laid 
down as belonging to Turkey at that pe- 
riod. These were Soudjouk-Kale, Pate, 
and Anapa, and these three had been 
transferred by name to Russia. It wasa 
very imp¢ rlant question, much too im- 
portant to refer to a committee, whether 
he claim of Russia were well founded, 
whether it were established by treaty, 
whether it was acknowledged by Lord 
Aberdeen when he was foreign s¢ cretary, 
ding to the assertion ( f 


Russia, the coast belonged de facto as 


I] as de pire to h . « all these wert 
Important questions, but with regard to 
the particular point at which this vessel 
was seized, that point was ac knowledg¢ d 


to have belonged to Turkey, and to have 
been transterred to Russia, and at which 
point, therefore, Russia had a right to 
establish internal regulations, both sana- 
tory and fiscal. In what manner, then, 
> treated the ¢ 
ie came with a general 


linge with Circassia ? 


Oug! 


ht they to have 
Mr. Bell, when | 
question about tra 
Was the Foreign Secretary to write a 
dispatch, stating the whole of the treaties 
between Turkey and Russia, referring to 


the treaty of 1783, and the treaty of 


Adrianople, and explaining to Mr. Bell 
the whole of the foreign policy of this 


country, and stating the proper manner of 


construing those treaties? Would not 
this be a most absurd course? It was 
one, of which no former Government, and 
no former. sé cret ry had afforded a pre- 
uld hardly have been 
expected from his noble Friend. Then 


Mr. Bell said, that the only answer he 


cedent, and which e 


received was, that no block ide was recog- 
nised. Why, that was the question put, 
and he was referred to the Gazette in 
which blockades are notified. Was it, 
then, to be inferred that he got no further 
The right hon. Gentleman 
himself (Sir S. Canning) was obliged to 
confess, that when Mr. Bell got to Con- 
stantinople, he was informed by Lord Pon- 
sonby of the Russian regul itions re spect 
ing the ports of Circassia. Mr. Beil him- 
self stated, that he was informed by Lord 
Ponsonby that he had transmitted the 
note of the Russian Chargé d’Affaires to 
the King’s Government. If, then, Mr. 


Information ¢ 


Bell had obtained that information —if he 
had heen told by Lord Ponsonby, that 


westion of 
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ston), he was satisfied, that 


he would be 


more than justified in the opinion of the 
House at large in having made use of this 
letter in reference to this question, Ifhe 


had been in the place of Mr, 


Urquhart, he 


should not only have fe lt himse If at libe rty 
but that it was incumbent on him to pur- 


sue the 
had taken ; 
was incurred, rested 
(Lord Palmerston), 


course which th: 
and whatever respons ibility 


What w 


Gentlemen 


Lord 


is his opin- 


on the noble 


ion as to whether this letter was a fit ob- 


ject of publication, 
into account; but taking the 


in connection with 


which occurred on Saturday, a 


with the fact, that lie 


petitioner to apply fe 


ing materially on the 


was not now called 


publication 
the circumstances 


nd likewis 


Was ¢ alled on by the 


he letter as bear- 


; 
question, the 


it were one of indiscretion, was the noble 


Lord’s. 


lessons of discretion, 

the noble Lord’s 
The House 

Noes 200: 


All he could say for himself was, 
that if he thought it 


necessary to take 
he should not go to 


school for instruction. 
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963 Poor- Law 


dient to admi 


— 


Viscount as a substitute. The noble Lord’s 
clause was founded on the law as it existed 
in this country, but the power of exemp- 
tion was placed in the vestry here, and 


Parliament had not given the power to the 
, : 
i 


board of guardians Now, he (the Earl of 
: “ae 
Wicklow) was informed that this very 
powei was one of the greatest grievances 
] 1 } | 


in the existing poor-law, and whi h was 
desired to be removed; and if the erie 
ance were great when this power was In 


- 


the hands of the vestry, it would be infi- 


nitely greater when vested in the boards 
of guardians. What could be more mis- 
chievous to the good working of the bill 
than that the guardians should be can- 


vassed by those who elected them, and who 
would make applications to be discharged 
from the payment of 


{ 
1 
and others, and the guardians, howeve: 


f rates by themselves 


they acted, would have subjected them- 
selves to the ch ge Of gross partiality ? It 


would be difficult to procur 


] ] ¢ . 


even as it now stood, but that difficulty 


guardians 
would be greatly increased if they added 
this invidious duty. He thought that if 
there were any exemptions they should b 

stated in the act itself, and either that 
there should be no exemption at al 
else that they should reinsert the 5/. clause, 
which in Ireland was not a large amount 
almost every cotter who occupied a cabin 


,’ 
He thought also that it was very invidi 
when the representatives of the people ha 


f a laree body of 


paying Is. a week, or half that amount. 


made an exemption « 


people from taxation, that thei Lordships 
should re “Impose that tax. Such a course 
would b highly ob} tionabl ° A) t! 


reason in favour of a return to the 
clause, and which had much weighed with 
the other House when it was adopted, \ 
that the bill ' 
increase the constituency; for every man 
who paid rates would have a right to vote, 
and many evils might arise from this. 
Lord Portman agreed in the inconve- 
nience of throwing upon the guardian 
the duty of making these decisions, and 
was of opinion that it would give rise to a 
canvass of the guardians of a most objec- 
tir nable kind : still, howe Wat, he « bye cts ra 
to the clause because he thought that all 
prop. ity should be rate d, and he hop ai: 
therefore, that the noble Viscount would 
not see sufficiently strong reasons for 


pressing this clause. 


Lord Ell nhorough sit dd that the clau 
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the clause of the noble! 
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did not place the two countries on the 
same footing, because in Eneland there 
was an examination into the particular 
circumstances of every person relieved, 
whilst under this clause whole classes 
might be exempted. 

Lord Me/bourne would not then press 


the clause; but before the third readine 


| noble Lords might consider of it. 
| Clause withdrawn 
On Clause 71 being proposed 
| The Earl of Wicklow said, that he her 


, which was 
riginally in the bill when it came from 





the House of Commons, but which had 


| ) ruck out by their Lordships in 
|Committee. The object of it was, tO ex- 

empt all tenant and oc upiers whose rent 

did not exceed 5/, a-vyear from being lable 
}to bear the rate, by empowering such 
j tenants to deduct the amount of the rate 
|paid by them from the rent payable to 
| their land! yrds. 


1 , hi 
Earl Fitzwilliam apprehended the ef- 
| ¢ ’ t ’ ] . 1 i * oe 1 
Cf OT t| 5S ciaus Would be, to induce tue 


propric tors of land in Ireland to accelerate 


the system of clearing away all small 
tenants, and the consolidating of small 
farms into large ones. 

Lord Ellenborough said, he had calcu- 
|}lated the probable expense of carrying 
| this bill into operation, and he found that 
lit was not likely to exceed 74 per cent. 


on the rental of Ireland; the inducement, 
therefore, which would be ottered to the 


landlords to make a total alteration in the 
management of ther property injurious to 
1 


their tenants would not. be creater than 
fy rm 1 
: per cent. upon the rental, the land 
} 41 1 } } 1 ' 
lords beine themselves, DY this bill liable 


to pay one half of the rate to be imposed. 
; sufficient 
to induce them to alter their existing ar- 

even if they were supposed 


to be void of all colmon sense as well as 


The M Irquess of Clanricarde was Oop- 


posed to the clause because it was against 
ithe broad principle recognised by their 
Lordships—that property should pay for 
the support of the indigent. Ifthen they 
made an exception to that principle, he 


should like to hear why the exception 
| should be limited toa rent of 5/., why 
not extend to 50/,? \ great many per- 
'sons thought the sum ought to be 204, 
while many others were of Opinion that if 


ought to be 27. This 52. clause could be 


sustained in no point of policy 
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Lord Hatherton was of opinion that it HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
would be a very mischievous thing to 


limit the number of contributors to the Friday, June 22. 1838. 
poor-rate ; and he was convinced that if 

" ° } 2 . MINUT 3 B R 
their Lordships restored this 5/. clause of a a 


exemption it would operate greatly to the Petition esented. By Mr. R. D. Brown 
disadvantage of the poor tenants, as it 





would induce their landlords to raise thei hgh : , é 

rents from 2/, 3/, and 4/, to 52 and up- Cork, for the Aboli f Tithes.—By Mr. Cory 
wards, in order that tenants might be gg “— - epee 
liable to pay one-half of the rate. oui hen ; ; ; 

The Marquess of Bute assented to tl P y Mr. ( UN, f ate S 
principle that all property should be rated pag! neg 
to the poor; but sound as that doctrine by Sir G. H 
was in theory, it was found to be impos- : 
sible to be sustained in practice. H cant a 
should give his support to the clause pro- B Saint Raiecys 1 oe 
posed by the noble Earl. Je , 

The Duke of Wellington would, ther Ry | @ 
fore, suggest to the noble Earl whether Compa by Mr. PEASE, f the Kastern 
it would not be better to refrain from A reg) aia’ “s - 
pressing the re-insertion of this clause tif] the S Ser 
an opportunity had been given to con i gariabeccel € 
sider the proposition of the noble Vis- boas ; : D ' “i 
count ¢ burg! iinst alteration in the Scotch M Reform 

The Earl of Weeklow was quite willing semana pee si Ys afi boy * 
to adopt the suggestion of the noble! Viscount Morrern, from Queen’s College, Dublin, to 
Duke. the same effect.—By Mr. Hinpuey, from Salford and 

Amendment negatived without adivi-| “*e™ ape oe Mati: econ ata os hes 
sion, O} me ve * ioake t :. b Y a psig + - 

Remaining clauses of the bill, the sche-| | wards of sixty Clergymen at Bath, Bristol, and their 
dules, and the preamble were then agreed ey . bere igs re sateen . samete = : rs 
to. On the motion that the chairman di ti York and Lancaster, in favour of the Ten Hour 
report the bill, with the amendments, to ee en ee oe betin eaten — rt srr 
the House, Nii cotrnens ta 9 aledbiine, aaiouy ah Peekeion Wk a 

The Marquess of Clanricarde expressed Mr. WALLACE, from the Inhabitants of Maryborough, 
his hope, that in order to show, that the al ee cage tp nsckeer eile fat 
Legislature were desirous to proceed o: : i hbelire)! Giwalincce New ee) 
facts, the estimates might undergo revi- —By Sir G. Cierk, from the Inhabitants of Dunferm 
sion, not by persons acquainted only wit! see " 7 ec en Moen <7 
the eukiee wail cieceisaianven of Enelard, of the Sabbath; from the Dissenters of Barns 
but by persons who were well icquainted Dew Ys AGAINa any a i Grants to U 
with the wages of labour, and other cir- Re ietae teen, : mem on pe 
cumstances of Ireland. The present Robarts, Mill-owners in Yorkshire, for a measure author 
estimates were absurd. The noble Mar- Pct thane ic ecko ae sre ae eee 
quess proceeded to instance the medical Sheeieabs ait Ctstaibieht ennai ated ton Aeneid. aes cael 
and other estimates as preposterously labour of Children to less than eleven hours per 
low. It was a great error also to consider d Peseghe Mini neha lage nennanttg eye 
that the workhouses would be only three- ; +, Ra 2 veladied 0 Gis hoon ot eins eis 
fourths full. CRU OEE SOS SOS: See es Ae ee eee 

Viscount Melbourne acknowledged, that = OT eee ae be “pace ® ee de sig? 
the estimates could not be implicitly relied Scotland a ( of the 
on; but that was too frequently the case occult os ang Lvcagentsmnasti — “ee 
in documents of a similar nature. If they! ravine fora crant of monev to which tl at Gis 
were too low, as the noble Marquess ob- Crown had not been given 
served, it might not be difficult to submit 
them to revision. | Cuurcn or Scorriann.] Sir Roberé 

The House resumed; the report was \ Peel said, it would be in the recollection 
ordered to be received. of the House, that in the early part of 
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February, he put a question to the noble | intention to propose a vote subsequently, 
Lord, whether it was the intention of} It became, therefore, necessary for him 
the Government to make any proposition (Sir Robert Peel) to decide what course 
with regard to church-accommodation in! he should take; and, on the whole, con- 


Scotland ? 


period of the previous Session in which | 


the destitute state of the Scotch Church 


was brought under the attention of the | 
House, it was too late to proceed with any | 
measure; but in February he expressed a | 


hope, that the whole subject of the report 
of the commissioners would attract the 
attention of her Majesty’s Government, 
and that an application would be made to 
Parliament on the subject. The noble 
Lord, in reply, stated, that it was the 
intention of the Government to make a 


In consequence of the late | sidering the near approach of the corona- 


tion, the great arrear of business, and also 
the advanced period of the Session, and 
considering that the noble Lord had stated 
it was not his intention to call the attention 
of Parliament to this most important sub- 


ject this Session, he had come to the 


conclusion, but with very great reluctance, 
that, on the whole, he was best consulting 
the interests of the question by not bring- 
ing it forward for discussion this Session. 
At the same time, he thought it necessary 


| that he should announce on this occasion, 


proposition on the subject, and that he | 
would then state the general nature of his | 
noble Lord might think fit to pursue—he 


motion, but he did not think, that he should 


be able to propose a vote before Easter. | 
He was most desirous of bringing the | 


Report of the Commissioners of Eccle- 
siastical Inquiry in Scotland, so far as it 


| 


related to religious destitution in Edin- } 
| made, that he could not bring forward any 


burgh and Glasgow, under the notice of 


the House. If the noble Lord still per- 


severed in bringing forward that motion, | 


he should avail himself of that oppor- 
tunity to draw the attention of the House 
to the state of religious destitution in 
Edinburgh and Glasgow. 


He, therefore, | 


begged to ask the noble Lord, whether | 
namely, the Irish Poor-law Bill, and the 


it were his intention, in the course of the 


present Session of Parliament, to take | 
the sense of the House on the measure | 
| the measure forward since [aster. 


relating to the Church in Scotland ? 


Lord John Russell acknowledged, that | 


he had stated generally the outline of the 
measure he intended to propose. But he 
had now to state, in answer to a question 
from the right hon. Gentleman, that from 
various circumstances, 


} 


some connected | 


with the business of the House, and some | 


connected with what had occurred in 
Scotland, it was not the intention of the 
Government to make any proposition to 
the House this Session. 

Sir Robert Peel was quite sure, the 
House would feel, that when the noble 
Lord stated he feared he should not be 
able to propose any vote before Easter, he 


had a right to assume, the noble Lord did | 


intend to propose a vote before the termi- 
nation of the Session. That would, there- 
fore, account for his not asking the noble 
Lord previously to Easter for any more 
detailed information, as he had a fair 
tight to presume it was the noble Lord’s 





that in the course of the next Session— 
independently of any course which the 


should call the attention of the House to the 
subject of the report of the commissioners. 

Lord John Russell hoped the House 
would allow him an opportunity of ex- 
plaining as to the observation that he 


measure on the subject before Easter. He 
begged to call the attention of the House 
to the circumstance, that there were but 
two days in the week in which he could 
bring forward a measure of this kind, 
Nearly four months of the Session were 
occupied on these days with two bills, 


Benefices Pluralities Bill. Under these 
circumstances, he could not have brought 


Subject dropped. 


Facrories.] The Order of the Day for 
the second reading of the Tithes (Ireland), 
Bill, having been moved, 

Lord Ashley rose, for the purpose of 
moving, as an amendment, the second 
reading of the Factories Regulation Bill, 
which was the first Order of the Dav. He 
did not mean toundervalue the import- 
ance of the bill of which the noble Lord 
opposite had just moved the second read- 
ing; but he must say, that he held the 
other Order of the Day to be quite as im- 
portant. He had no other opportunity 
but the present of calling the attention of 
the House to the statement which he was 
requested to make on behalf of the chil- 
dren employed in the factories—to the 
repeated violations of the provisions of the 
bill which had been suffered to pass unno- 
ticed, and to the total neglect and con- 
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tempt with which the Government had 
treated all the representations and remon- 
strances which had been made to them 
upon this subject. He hoped, that the 
House would, without much difficulty, be 
convinced of the pressing necessity of pro- 
viding some means this Session to afford 
relief to these miserable victims of thi 
most abominable system that had ever 
prevailed in any civilised country. He 
was prepared to prove, that he had cor- 
rectly characterised this system; and if 
any of his statements should be contra- 
dicted, all that he would ask for was a 
committee of inquiry. He made this ap- 
peal the more fervently, because he could 
show to the House that he himself had 
been deluded and mocked upon this sub- 
ject by her Majesty’s Government in the 
most unwarrantable manner. He had 
made repeated attempts to introduc 
amendments into the operation of t 
existing law, but the Government had in- 
variably taken the matter out of his hand 
under the solemn promise that they woul: 
proceed with it themselves. And he (Lord 
Ashley), yielding to their representations 
and requests, had parted with the mea- 
sure, and surrendered it into their hands 
Government, however, had not moved in 
the matter. For two years he had been 
deluded in this way; and now he was 
told by the noble Lord, that Governm« 

had no intention of proceeding further 
with the subject this Session, and that 
the whole of this great question was to be 
brought in the most peremptory manner to 
a sudden stand-still. (The noble Lord 
entered into a_ succinct history of the 
delays which had taken place in bringing 
forward the Factories question since 1836, 
He then continued.}| The noble Lord 
now stated, that the Session was so far 
advanced that he could not proceed with 
the bill, What argument could the noble 
Lord advance to justify the postpone- 
ment of this measure? The noble Lord 
was perfectly well aware ali along, that 
the coronation would take place. Would 


1e 


the noble Lord treat it as a matter of 


trivial importance, when the temporal and 
eternal interests of some hundred thou- 
sands of his fellow-creatures were at 
stake? He asked the noble Lord, whether 
the lives and limbs of his own fellow- 
countrymen were, in his estimation, of less 
value than those of the negroes? He 
was surprised, that the noble Lord should 


{JuNE 22} 


endeavour to evade in this manner what! and feelings which were engaged against 
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he should not disguise to be otherwise 
than an imputation upon the character of 
the Government, of hav ne total 

lected the best interests of humanity. 
For this conduct, his Government would 
stand condemned in the estimation of 
every honourable-minded mau Int 
kingdom. He would, therefore, conclud 
by moving the Order of the Day for t 


second readine of the Factories Recula- 
t l Bill 


L, l LS R ssell thoucht, that whateve1 
qaeiusion existe d with reference to th ~ 
matter was a delusion which existed in the 


noble Lord’s own mind, and which the 
ay 


noble Lord had created for himself, if he 
supposed that a great many factory chil- 
dren were suffering under the infliction of 


grievances. In reply to the noble Lord’s 
statement, he had to observe, that ther 
was an Act already in exist nee, which 


had been carried into operation as far as 


possible, and that the bill which he had 
introduced this Sessiton—a_ bill which he 
was still ready to support—would be a 
bill for clearly defining the operation of 
the Act. The noble Lord did not seem 
to differ much from him in opinion. With 


regard to the existing Act he would only 


say, that, in accordance with his promise 
to carry the existing law into operation as 
efliciently as possibl . Mr. Llorner, in the 
rt for the last quarter of the yeat 


1837, 


oy : *s 
the law had occurred in his district stnee 


rross violation of 


said, that no very 


the last report was furnished. There had 
been several eases in which it had been 
found necessary to inflict penalties. It 
was, howeve x ve ry difficult to enforce the 
law upon this subject against the short- 
sighted interests both of the parents of the 
children and of the factory proprietors. 
He did not think it p ssible to avoid m iny 
violations of the law, particularly with re- 
spect to the age of the child 
upon which much difference of opinion 
existed. It had assuredly been his inten- 
tion to bring forward this bill, but to 
weigh its importance and the probable 


ren—a _ point 


opposition which it would encounter 
against the importance ¢ f other bills with 
the consideration of the opposition which 
they were likely to meet with. The noble 
Lord seemed to imply, that it was a very 
easy thing to carry this bill through the 
House. There, again, he thought, that 
the noble Lord deluded himself, for he did 


not take into consideration the interests 
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this bill. A bill might be passed to make 
the law more clear and defined; but while 
in the nature of the subject there was so 
much uncertainty—while there was so 
much difficulty in ascertaining the age of 
the children—seeing, also, that the in- 
terests of the manufacturers and the 


{COMMONS} 


Factories. 972 


do so, or had his noble Friend himselt 
shrunk from the discharge of the duty—a 
duty which he thought consistent with 
every feeling of humanity? On the con- 


‘| trary, his noble Friend had proposed to 


| introduce a measure himself with a view, 


parents were likely to work against the | 


operation of any law upon the subject, he 
could not promise the noble Lord or the 
House, that any such law could be carried 
into effect without its frequent violation 
both in tenour and in spirit. 

Mr. Goulburn said, that the noble Lord 


had referred to a variety of matters having | 


no connexion with the immediate question 
before the House. 
led the House into all the intricacies and 


The noble Lord had | 


difficulties of the factory question gener- | 


ally, in order to evade the particular point 
under discussion. Such, likewise, had 


been the conduct of the noble Lord on} 
| measure to which he had devoted much of 


former occasions towards his noble Friend, 
the Member for Dorsetshire. 
plaint of his noble Friend was, that the 
existing factory law had been grossly vio- 
lated, as was shown by the reports of 
every inspector up to the present moment, 
and, as was admitted by the Government 
itself, in having introduced a bill to re- 
medy its defects. According to the pro- 
ceeding of the Government itself, there- 
fore, it was acknowledged, that the defects 
of the present law were susceptible of re- 
medy. His noble Friend had justly re- 
marked, that the interests of thousands of 
children were involved in this question ; 
and such being the fact, there could be no 
doubt, that without at all interfering with 
the interests of manufacturers or the pro- 
gress of their manufactories, it was within 
the power and became the duty of Par- 
liament to exercise a control over the 
management of those children, in order 
to protect their comforts and their lives by 
diminishing the cruel demands made upon 
their labour, The inspector throughout 
all their reports complained of the viola- 
tion of the law in this respect—that chil- 
dren of tender age had been worked be- 
yond their strength. The noble Lord 
would not undertake the Bill, forsooth, 
because he would be thereby embarking 
in a measure of great difficulty—because 
he would have to encounter the feelings of 
the manufacturers on the one hand, and 
those of the parents on the other. But 
who asked the noble Lord to undertake 
it? Had his noble Friend asked him to 


) 


The com- | 


as far as possible, to reconcile conflicting 
opinions, and render the present law effec- 
tive. Who prevented him from doing so ? 
Why, the noble Lord and the Govern- 
ment; who, be it recollected, did not meet 
his noble Friend by a manly avowal, that 
they would oppose him and maintain the 
defects of the law, but by a delusion, as if 
was justly termed. ‘They told him, that 
if he would abstain from introducing a 
measure, they would themselves bring 
forward a bill for the purpose of repairing 
the defects of the existing law, and re- 
placing the question on a more equitable 
footing. Having thus deluded his noble 
Friend, and induced him to abandon a 


his time and talents, at the close of the 
second Session, after the assurance given 


| by the noble Lord, the Government threw 





up their bill, leaving the children still 
subject to all the evils mentioned in the 
inspectors’ report, and without any hope 
of Parliamentary relief, or even of any 
attempt at such, from the noble Lord 
opposite. His noble Friend had, there- 
fore, adopted the only course which was 
open to him—that of entreating the House 
to go into the bill then upon the table, to 


; take so much of it as was necessary to 


enforce the law, and thereby afford pro- 
tection to the unfortunate children whose 
interests were at stake. 

Mr. P. Thomson had listened with the 
utmost astonishment to the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman, for greater misre- 
presentation of facts he had never heard. 
The right hon. Gentleman said, that Go- 
vernment had deluded the noble Lord, and 
had prevented him from proceeding with 
his bill for the protection of the factory 
children. He utterly denied that, and he 
challenged the noble Lord, and right hon. 
Gentleman to produce any proofs of their 
assertion. He was much _ inclined to 
doubt, too, whether the right hon Gentle- 
man quite agreed with the noble Lord’s 
views on this subject. What were the 
facts? In 1837, the noble Lord asked him 
whether it were the intention of Govern- 
ment to introduce a bill to amend the 
Factory Act. He replied, that such was 


their intention, but that he conceived that 
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thei bill would not meet the 
noble Lord in favourofaten-hour lal 


and the placing restriction 
of adults, as well as of 
noble Lord’s pl in was, t | 
on all labour. Then the 
altered his plan, for such 


plan hitherto, and Slinisters 


posed the introduction 


such views. ‘The noble Li 


ters had subject Gd him to ade 


subject this session. Hed 
carefully drawn up was 

year, ind it was the full n 
vernment to go on with 


throughout been most anxi 


with it; but he would pu 
who knows anything a j 
the busine 35 bel | Li 


had been pos sible. ‘Tl La 


} 1 


over, Who had charg i ti 

upwards of a mouth, ab 

House, in consequence of 
| 


in itself a sufficient ex} 





delay in the progress of the 
independently of this, the 
business had been suc 

impossible tO vo on n 
right hon. G leman ta 


Deing so very easy to 


bill tor the protection of 
but how happened it 
Gentiema whet 


: n 
head of the Home Depart 
take advantage of this fat 


with the subject, and prote 


Gren, In whose behalf he was 


ment? He happened to k 
the right hon. Gentlen 
he turned a deaf ear to all 


made on the subject. th 
: 
Gentieman was now, as 


wae 
of the extreme dit lt 
this question; and tl 


man had, therefore, no 1 
matter as an easy one, or 


vernment of a want of prop 


remissness of attention to its 


right hon. Gentleman had 
the Government, that it 
carrying 
denied it altogether. He 


a bill to amend the law two 
and instructions were issued 


Friend (Lord J, Russell) t 
inspectors, that they shoul 


spirit of the act to tts fullest 
that every precaution should 
the child’s age should be ascertained 


r the existing law int 
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ments be conclusive with himself, that if 


there be one subject beyond all others to 
which the attention of the House should 
be at once, and without delay, directed, it 
is this. The reasons for it are two-fold. 
If it be looked upon as a question involy- 
ing the rights of humanity, and the hap- 
piness of tens of thousands of our fellow- 
creatures, then I say, that attention ought 
to be directed to it, to the 
any other. Such a case brooks no delay. 
But there is another reason which I believe 
to be better founded, and which, at all 
events, is equally cogent, What does the 
right hon, Gentleman say? He asks us 
to look at the manufactures of this country 
tion with thos France, Swit- 
erland, Germany, Belgium, and America. 
He tells us, that the compe 


ju connec 


tition we have 


bd } 
to encounter from those countries 1s a most 


exclusion of 





{ 


fearful one. He intimates to us the dis- | 


coutent of our manufacturers at the per- 
petual intermeddling of the Legislature,and 
he hints at their threats of transferring their 
skill and c pital elsewhert : unless they ar 
suffered to carry cn their business in quiet. 
Can anything be more conclusive than 
these facts as to the nec¢ ssity of at once 
settling the question in dispute? Can 
anything be more important than the solu- 
tion of the question as to whether the 
manufacturer employs his capital at home 
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on the other hand, they feel, that the 
difficulties which surround the question 
are insoluble and inseparable from it, then 
as a Government, let them manfully come 
forward and acknowledge it. Let them 
come down to the House boldly, and 
meet the emergency of the case by sti ting 
that to legislate for the remedy of the 
small defects in the present laws, of which 
they admit the existence, would be much 
more dangerous than any advantage which 
they could propose to derive from it for 
the country at large. Let them do either 
one or the other, and the manufacturers 
knowing then “ir they mean will act 
ns ae If they think the difficulties 
of the case are to iy met by legislation let 
us have it at once ; if not, let us hear no 
more about it; but let the decision be 
come to by them without further delay. 
My noble Friend has told us, that the 


| question has been now three years before 
| the House, and yet the right hon. Gentle- 


man opposite deprecates he isty legislation 
on it. Can the right hon. Gentleman 
repeat his objection on that score ¢ og [ 
say, the difficulty of the case cannot 

got over without an exposure of ba 
country to greater danger than at present 
exists, then the Government should un- 
hesitatingly and at once abandon all legis- 


| lation on the subject—and not alone that, 


= q} } } . z ] { ; 1 
or abroad, and gives the benetit of his 


skill to this or to a foreign country ? That 
is the difficulty which stares the right hon. 
Gentleman 


1 
in tli 
delay? It should 
way or the 


face—is it lessened by 
be solved at once, ¢ ne 
other, if the right hon, Gen- 
founded and his 
conclusions rightly drawn. Why, then, 


1 
does the right hon. 


tiemans facts are well 


Gentleman interpose 


} comparatively minot 


delay? For the Government to say, Ses- 


sion after Session, that it would bring 
forward a bill on the subject—for the 


Government Session after Session, to 
abandon the bills they without 
| 


introduce 


| 


because | foresee, that the 


at the same time permitting others to be | 


brought in by individuals willing to do 
so, in their stead—is like applying a per- 
petual blister to the sides of the country 
fever and irritation of 
a dangerous sore. If the question can 
be solved by the Government let it be 
solved at once; but I warn them, that 
they will find all temporary substitutes for 


and keeping up th 


a solution unavailing. Especially will they 
find a postponement of it from Session 
to Session of no s¢ rvice, but, on the con- 


trary, of great and manifold injury. If, 





but they 
opposing it on the part of all individual 
Members of this House. No hon. Mem- 


| ber would interfere on the matter after 


such an announcement, 


But these are 
considerations. It 
is because I feel the force of the right hon. 
Geutleman’s observations; it is because I 
admit their accuracy—it is because [ can- 
not fail to perceive the competition with 
which this country is threatened — it is 
interests of 
humanity in the large view of the ques- 
tion are likely to be less consulted by the 
short-sighted restriction of labour than 
they are by its perfect freedom—it is 
because the fact a unquestionable, that 
though you may exempt the child from 
fatigue, you also deprive it of prospective 
employme nt, by driving the manufacturers 
toseek elsewhere that protection which sey 
find no longer at home—it is for these 
reasons, and because I feel the full force 
of the consideration suggested by the 
right hon. Member that I implore Parlia- 
ment to decide the question this night, 
whether it will legislate or not. If the 


should state their intention of 
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Government be unwilling to take the risk | while the same children w in another 
of decision on themselves, let them then | certificate, signed by the same partners, 
permit some hon. Member, in his indivi- by the san vist 
dual capacity, to try the opinion of the jas working between the ages of thirteen 
House. At allevents, I entreat, | implor 
the House, whatever is done, to let the} Mr. O'Connell did not know if the 


\ 
question be st ttled at once. I Lord was prepared to take up this 

The Solicitor-General presumed, that} bill if the Government abandoned it, but 
those who debated on the bill on the other fore he came to such a determination lhe 
side of the House could not have looked | would call tot noble Lord’s mind evi- 
into its contents, which were at variance ld that had 1 given both in the 
with their arruments. ‘The observations | noble Lord’s and in. his presence. Trom 
of the right hon. Baronet would lead the | that evid it appeared, that in Glasgow 
House to infer that tl bill of his (the | the Facte s Act was totally neglected ; 


Solicitor-General’s) right hon. Friend then vas observed by nobody, and violated 
in question was for the purpose of keepin 
up ‘* a perpetual blister’—but the fae t to work with, and had in 


was, it only went to explain and affirm the | practice repealed it. In Manchester the 


provisions of the act of 1833—with the | | was observed, but it worked there 
view of making it more distinct and expli 


K Pexe dingls | for the cotton-spinner. The 
cit. ‘There was no clause in the present | cotton-spinner was obliged to pay his 
bill which was not already in beinv—it | piecers, who were the children he em- 
contained no new enactment. The prose- | ployed; he himself received so much pet 
cution of that bill would not affect at all} week, and ont of that sum his  piecers 
the hours of labour in factories, and, he | were paid. Now, the effect of this Act 
would put it to the House, whether it | had been such, that the piecers to whom 


t 
should be permitted to take precedence of | he used to pay 2s. 6d. week he was 
the bill for the settlement of the Irish | at present obliged to pay 4s. 6d., and the 
Tithe question ; or whether thatimportant | wages of the cotton-spinners were, there- 
measure should be put off that the Factory | fore, redu d by the amount of the dif 
Act might be more clearly explained. If | ference between the two sums. The truth 
such a subject were to be looked upon as | was, 1 it ought at once to be avowed, 
paramount to all others—if it was to be | t biect of the persons who agitated 
treated on the footing of a case affecting | this question w to limit the hours of 
the rights of humanity—if it was to be, lal f the adults. The question which 
made the matter of such doubt and dreaded | ought to be bef House was not 


danger—he (the Solicitor-General) did }|\ th they should iss 1 present 
not know what would follow next. It} Factory B but ne fa lely dif- 
seemed to him altogether so extravagant | ferent character. Ue ould be exceed- 


a proceeding that he could not help think- | i y happy tf it y possible to limit the 
ing more than once that the right hon. | labour ot idults, for they we over- 


Baronet was either not serious in his ob- | worked; but he believed, that if they 
servations, or not cog 
of the bill on which he argued. He hoped, | quem f the foreign competition, would 
however, that the House would show its | be, to throw both adults and children out 
good sense and information by giving that | of loyment. He believed it impos- 
important bill, Irish Tithes, the preceden ble to restrict labour; he was sorry for 
of the bill in question, notwithstanding - he sl { be glad to] the advo- 
that had been said on the subject by hon. | « of the adults in that respect, if he 
Gentlemen opposite. lid not think, that s 1 | 


‘ } s ] ¢ +] } r , 
nizant of the contents | made t tempt, th effect, in conse- 


law would 
Mr. Freshfield should have thought, | strike a fatal blow at t anufacturing 


that the reason alleged by the hon. and | interests. The difficulties in the present 
learned Gentleman were precis lv those |e ist satisfy all how little men could 


why the bill should be proceeded with. | do, in the way of legislation, when they 
He would insist on stating one point. Tle | attempt d to legislate against the interests 
was prepared to prove that a number of | of employer or employed. 

children were working (as stated in the} Mr. Fox Maule objected to the state- 
certificate of the partners in a certain mill | ment of the hon. and learned Gentleman, 
between the ages of nine and thirteen, | that the Factories Act was openly violated 
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in Glasgow. In Scotla 


? 


nd the inspectors 


visited the factories at all times, and were 


even better received th 
facturers than thoy we 
England. Indeed, the 
had been allowed by the 
perform the same duties 
During the tim 

was an 
only eig 
Spé ctor, 
the same district, had 1 
The reason of the 


whoie 
ispector In scot 


it 
ht prosecutions 


secutions was this—no 
covered that a child w 
ployed than, on comp! 
spector, 
No one 
than he 
forward, but he 


doing 


could have bi 

i 

had ber 

so by circumstan 
unable to control. 

Mr. V 

hon. 


il 
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tfeers Observed, 


] 
themselves the friends « 


who said, they were influenced by such a | 
motive, as well as by a desire to serve th 

: } . an ‘ ‘ 
industrious classes in the ¢ rv. that 


small 


had be n to pre 


Gentlemen opposite, 


ere by the manu- 
re occasionally in 

superintendents 
Manufacturers to 
as the inspectors. 
that Mr. Horner 
land he instituted 


s the present in- 


10t In 


number of pro- 


} 
ooner was It dis- 
l. 
rol Clr 
l tj | ty ) 


alnt trom the in- 


‘ of . . Ta } { 
the required alteration was made. 


en more anxious 


SS this measure 


who succeeded that gentleman in 


stituted one. | 


n prevented from | 


es which he wa 


with resp Choe 
who declared 


f humanity, and 


these very Gentlemen had, at an early 


period of the S¢ 
into any consideration o 
The y would not 
the effect of whi 
dear, and to injure the w 
the country. 
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Hope, hon. ¢ Plumpt 
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Ingestrie, Lord Pringle, A. Pringle, \ 
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METROPOLISmHACKNEY} Ca R- 
RIAGES.] Sir M. Wood moved, that 
the Report on the Metropolis Hackn 
Carriages Bill be brought up. 
Mr. Hawes opposed the bill, on the 
ground of the additional and unnecessary 
expense incurred by the registration pro- | . — 
posed by it. He thought the present at OF FRrtsons.| Lord 
system of jurisdiction much better than hn iussell moved d f the day 
that proposed. The matter was properly r gol nto mm I e Frisons 
one of police. } | 
The House divided:—Ayes 56; Noes colonel L) wishea to airect the at- 


15: Majority 41. t mn ort LO to the ¢ ( y ol 
; <tendin e syst ots I connne- 
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Brotherton, J. Hope, hon. C. 7 ‘ee ' T ] ls ht, that it would 
Clerk, Sir G. Hope, G. W. re eee piece: gic Pea enka 
Collier, J. Howard, P. I be vetter to efiect Cradually the various 
Craig, W. G. Hutton, R. improvements which might be made inthe 
Crompton, S. James, W. system to be introduced after the Bill had 
Darby, G. Johnstone, I, passed. If an absolute rule as to separate 
Dennistoun, J. Kemble, H. | confinement were at once laid Bint it 
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whole system by laying down too extensive 
a design at the commencement. 

Mr. Gibson said, it had been found in 
Glasgow and in the United States to be 
beneficial that prisoners should have labour 
oftered to them in their cells during con- 
finement, and the stimulus of hoping to 
earn something from that labour. He 
thoneht if Government turned their at- 
tention to some provision for prisoners 
after liberation it would go a great way 
towards effecting the diminution of crime. 

Mr. Briscoe thought it would become 
the Government in a question of such im- 
mense importance, and involving such a 
large outlay, to erect a prison on the sepa- 
rate system at the public expense, within 
a reasonable distance of the me tropolis, so 
that it might be frequently visited. It 
would be better to do so, before the whole 
country was required to enter into a large 
outlay for the reconstructing of prisons, 

Mr. Hume entertained a strong opinion 
on the question of separate and solitary 
confinement, and he thought the result, if 
it could be fairly brought before the House, 
would prove the utter inefficie ney of at- 
tempting to reform individuals by impri- 
sonment. If there should be societies whose 
care was directed to the providing of em- 
ployment for those who had been confined 
this would be offering a premium to crime, 
and there would not ‘be the same oppor- 
tunity offered to individuals who had not 
incurred the censure of the law, but were 
equally anxious for his do nt. Out of 
the prisoners tried in London every year 
there were more than one-third who had 
been in confinement during the preceding 
year, and yet Government were now en- 
tering ona most expensive process, and 
calling on the people in every part of the 
country to enlarge the prisons. His 
opinion was that nothing but transporta- 
tion could afford any chance of these in- 
dividuals obtaining a livelihood by their 
industry. Hethought the measure was of 
much more importance to the country as 
regarded its expenditure than was gene- 
rally supposed. He was aware that a 
difference of opinion existed relative to 
transportation, but it appeared to him that 
that question should be set at rest before 
the country embarked in a large expendi 
ture. His opinion was, that transporta- 
tion was the best plan for reclaiming 
criminals, inasmuch as it removed them 
from the place where they had forfeited 
their station in society, and would afford 
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them an opportunity in a place where they 
were not known of reclaiming their cha- 


racters if they were honestly disposed. If 


they were not honestly disposed, all the soli- 
tary confinementin the world would be use- 
less. It was well known that three-fourths 
of those who came out of prison, again re- 
sorted to thieving and stealing for a liveli- 
hood. He thought that the practice that 
existed in Scotland of banishment for 
minor offences, and allowing the man to 
go where he pleased—would be advan- 
tageous. On these grounds he objected 
entirely to the present proposition, 

The House resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee. 

On the sixth clause, 

Mr. Hume rose to suggest to the noble 
Lord that this clause should be struck out 
altogether, unless the noble Lord was pre- 
pared to say, that boroughs and counties 
were unable to raise money at a fair rate 
of interest. If they were unable to do that, 
he would then say let Exchequer bills be 
issued, but he thought this clause onght 
altogether to be struck out of the bill. 

Lord J. Russell said, that if the clause 
were struck out the hon. Member for Kil- 
kenny would not gain the object he 
wished. 

Mr. fume said, the issue of Exchequer- 
bills had first been resorted to as a measure 
of necessity ina time of commercial diffi- 
culty, but it had of late become an ordi- 
nary matter of business. The transactions 
of the Government ought to be kept sepa- 
rate from those of private individuals. 

Mr. Poulett Thomson said, the hon. 
Member for Kilkenny wished the Govern- 
ment not to interfere with private specu- 
lations; but this was not a private spe- 
culation. It was a public undertaking, 
which the public ought to assist, and in 
which private individuals might not be 
were: to embark their money. 

Captain Wood thought this clause gave 
the Government the power of burthening 
the general revenue of the country to a 
great extent for enforcing this extensive 
system on the country. 

Mr. Hawes said, the Government had 
not the power of levying funds for the 
carrying out of this system till called 
upon to do so by the magistrates. To his 
hon. Friends who objected to the bill 
that it would lead to expense, he would 
only say, that when the design of the bill 
was sO important as the diminution of 
crime, and the prevention of moral con- 
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tamination in the gaols, pecuniary con- | 


siderations ought not to be urged. The 


only way to attain these great objects was | 
boldly to take measures for that end, | 
without the fear of encountering a very | 


large expenditure—and if, at every step, 
they were to be met by objections as to 


expense, these objects would never be | 


effected. 

Mr. Hume said, it appeared, from a 
return which had been made to a motion 
of his, that 700,000/. additional expense 


had been incurred by the increased in- 


New Poor-Law. 986 


solation from spiritual advisers of the 
same persuasion. 

Lord x Russell said, that the creneral 
rule was, that when prisoners asked to 
see a particular munister, the justices 
made an order that such party should be 

] 


| allowed admission to the prisoner. It 


terest on Excheqner-bills, while 300,0002, 


had been raised in the county of Middle- 
sex with the greatest ease—certainly at 
an interest of 4 or 4} per cent. Ex- 
chequer-bills at this moment bore a 
higher rate of interest than ever was borne 
in proportion to the amount of money in 
the market, and they were at 67s. and 
70s premium in consequence of that high 


vould be attended with much inconveni- 
nce, If benevolent persons were allowed at 


iy time to lecture all the prisoners, and 
therefore the rule was laid down, that 
when a prisoner desired the attendance ot 


1 particular cl reyvmanh, is visits should 
lowed 
Mr. Jlawes observed, that Roman Ca- 


1} a | l 1 
tholic clerzymen oueht to have the rizht 


|of visiting such of their flock as might 


rate of interest. Was it not too much | 


that they should be obliged to pay on 
twenty millions of Exchequer-bills that 
large increased interest, merely because 
D d 

rom mismanagement there was an excess 
f; hanagement tl 

of two or three millions? The hon. 
Member for Lambeth said this ought not 


to be a matter of pounds, shillings and | 


pence—that where the expense was in- 
tended for the reformation of offenders 


the House ought not to be niggardly. But | 


the hon. Member was wrong in principle. 
If money could not be raised in any other 
way, he was willing to advance it, but 
whilst money was in abundance, it was 
wrong, On principle, to raise it in this 
manner, and he should take the sense of 
the Committee on the subject. 

General Johnson thought the Govern- 
ment would be better employed in reliev- 
ing the public from taxes than imposing 
on them an additional expense for the 
building of prisons. 

The House divided on the clause. Ayes 
96; Noes 18:—Majority 78. 

On clause 10, which regulated the ap- 
pointment of Chaplains, 

Mr. Langdale begged to call the atten- 
tion of the noble Lord to the situation in 
which Roman Catholics imprisoned were 
placed in respect of religious instruction. 
He believed, that a very large proportion, 
as much as one-third or one-fourth, of 
the prisoners in this m tropolis were 
members of this profession. He thought, 
therefore, that every means ought to be 





altorded them of obtaining religious con- | occurred in which a wife was separated 


| this petition. 


chance to be in prison at periodical times. 
i} 


Mr. Baines thought the suggestion of 
the hon. Member entitled him toa ood 
deal of consideration. He had no claim 
to put in on behalf of the dissenters, who 
were not often to be found within the 
precincts of the prisons, 

Clause agreed to. 

Remaining clauses were agreed to: and 
the House having resumed, the re port was 
brought up. 


WOUS] 


Vonday, June 25, 1838. 


New Poor-Law.] The Bishop of 
Exeter presented a petition from between 
three and four thousand inhabitants of 
Dudley, 
called by the mayor, The petitioners, 
having complained of the 


l 


husband and wife, and other regulations 
made by the commissioners in workhouses, 
declared that they were opposed to the 
dictates of humanity, and abhorrent to 
their best feelings. He was prepared 
most sincerely to support the complaint of 
The separation of husband 
and wife was a proceeding which in itself 
was contrary to the common law of the 
land. He need not remind their Lord- 
ships that under the old law power was 
given to justices to remove paupers to their 
own parishes, in order that they might 
receive proper relief; but a case having 


agreed to at a public meeting 


separation of 
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from her husband, by an order of re- 
moval, the case was brought into the 


Court of King’s Bench, and the order of 


removal by which the separation was 
sanctioned and authorised w as immediately 
declared to be void; and in another case 
the broad principle was laid down that 
a woman could not be removed from the 
place in which her husband was, for the 
purpose of being relieved. It was un- 
wise, he would admit, to discuss the law ; 
but he would assure their Lordships that 
he was determined that the question of 
separation should be put tna course for 
lezal consideration and final decision. He 
stated this plainly and fully, and he 
wished that it might reach the commis- 
| 


1 


iould take an oppor- 


} 


sioners; and he s 
tunity to remove some order by certeorare 
to the Court of Queen’s Bench or to take 
some other course which might have the 
effect of putting the matter in a train for 
final adjustment. 

ord Wharncliffe said, that the case of 
separating man and wife in workhouses 
was very different from those in which they 
were removed from distant parishes. He 
rejoiced that the right rev. Prelate was 
about to take the course he had pointed 
out: and he wished that noble Lords who 
presented petitions would follow his ex- 
ample, and not satisfy themselves ry 
with making the compl: int, but that they 
would take measures themse!ves to sect the 
matter at rest. 

The Bishop of Exeter said, that he would 
merely point out to the House what the 
Legislature had thought it necessary to 
do in reference to the subjects alluded to 
in the petitions which he had presented. 
In the year 1834, when that bill which 
was the greatest boast of Britons—the 
Slave Emancipation bill—was passed, the 
Legislature thought it right and necessary 
to grant to those unhappy persons who 
were kept in a state of mitigated slavery 
that very thing which he now demanded 
on behalf of the poor of this country, that 
husband and wife should not be separated. 
Nor was their care of them confined to 
this. Inthe 2Ist section of the same act 
the negro apprentices were protected from 


the other grievance to which he had 
alluded, for it was provided that no negro 
apprentice should be prevented attending 
that Church which he thought the most 
desirable. 

Lord Hatherton had a few observations | 
only to offer to then Lordships in refer- | 
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ence to the dietary system. The Dudley 
union had betore been specifically alluded 
to, and his observations, although they 
would not have any reference to this 
particular union, would be important, 
because they would bear upon the subject 
with regard to the Wolverhampton union, 
which was in the same neighbourhood. 


He had received a letter from a person of 


authority in reference to this subject, and 
that person assured him that the average 
cost of each pauper amounted to about 
18s. 6d. weekly—a sum far greater than 
that enjoyed by many labouring men. 
Being himself, be sides, interested in the 
carrying Out the poor-law in the county 
of Staftord, he had been induced to make 
inquiries into the subject, and the result 
of them was, that there existed a general 
feeling of confidence among the people of 
that neighbourhood, and in that he com- 
prised Dudley, which, although not 
absolutely in Staffordshire, was close 
upon its borders, both in the law and 
administration. 
Petition laid on the table. 


Tue Coronation - AMBASSADORS. | 
The Marquess of Londonderry complained 
that in the programme of the procession of 
the coronation which had been printed the 
extraordinary ambassadors were fixed to 
take part, which was a most unusual course 
to be pursued; and he also complained 
that, if they were to take part in the pro- 
cession, the attendants on our most 
gracious Queen had higher places assigned 
to them than the amb wssadors. He would 
therefore ask, whether it was on the solici- 
tation of the Queen’s government that the 
ambassadors were to take part in the 
procession; and next, whether their ex- 
cellencies had acquiesced in the request ? 
Perhaps they would not, out of courtesy, 
decline, and yet they would undergo ereat 
responsibility, as they had not time to 
communicate to their own country the 
nature of the position in which the Queen's 
Government had placed them. 

Viscount Melbour e replied, that it cer- 
tainly was the intimation of her Majesty’s 
Government to the representatives “of 
foreign powers that their presence on that 
occasion would be agreeable. 

The Marquess of Londonderry: And 
have they acceded to the request ? 

Viscount Melbourne: Certainly. 

The Earl of Ripon: The procession 
should have been entirely national. 
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Earl Fitzwilliam said, that the noble] great practica tions wl had 
Marquess seemed to wish to be thoucht 


j 
fond 


the standing counsel of the foreign | of sheriffs during the th eearethe nebie 
ambassadors, but he had no el: nts, | Lord oy posite had | ; t + head of 

for it did not appeal that any regret; Gov rom f ) nd: ; ther 
had veen expresst d at the proposal ) ( SN t u I 

The Marquess of Londonderry said, uardiat tt ws al ft 

that he had not spoken on the part of the | tion, | IS § , when he called their at 
ambassadors, but as he had seen the pr { ; | lected. t 
eramme in The Gazette, and as it seem Li | v. that t 

to hiim to be an extraordinary arran ment, | i ! st m j —_ 
he felt bound to ask a question, and t | r this question to 
obtain an answer. ‘The procession of t leration, he should 
foreign ambassadors was as absurd as if ner of 
the Kine ol the | renen \ i { n g } ss H] sh | y | 
procession W th Queen Victoria t el ( ) r eral 


chambers, or to the House of | la inch ; acta 
ture. t y to t ; - because 

Lord Brougham agreed with tl ’ P , sat e 8 
Marquess, that this arrangement was e t : teell ; and 


fectly unprecedented, and he believed, that 1 self was im- 
all who saw the programme shared in the | pt i : » refus 
opinion ; but he must ulso. say, that th mmi i ing vi ( e in 
because it was unprecedented, it was not, | t to mov ted in th itset of th 
therefore, exceedinely improper, % nd hi servati s | int led t r th 
looked upon it as a testing ny of an un-| consideration of t | Iships, he beewver 
precedente d decree of amity with foreign | to state plainly d distinctly that th 
relations that they were not content with | ¢ vn never had had the appointment of 


sending ambassadors, but that members of | sheriffs. Neith y the comn law 
the roval family came to the coronation by th tut vas the power of 


APPOINTMENT OF SHERIFFS (IRI That was not his own opinion ne, for 
LAND.)} Le rd Lyndhurst ose f Cali TD ae i this i | S ex] | ned more 
attention of their Lordships to a subject of | tha years ago by Atkyns, who stated 
great and general importance, becau nt ly sin to thos had 
was deeply and intimate:y connected wit , tha ( rs 
the administration of justice, and it was / not \ n vested in th 
on that special ground tl 7 th 
duty to bring the inatter under th con statute | wid I i it 
sideration of the House The el 10 la i nad } p! tf oF those 
and return of members to sers on t 
grand juries—of men who were to decid to ¢ { sherifts { county 
the most important questions of right | ( 3. i \ t D } f ft 
tween man and m in, and, waat Ss Olt i tlaw: but S i tim incon- 
more consequence, to Gecice between the vel n 3 arose nt ctice 
Crown and the pe ple—the return of | for the p \ neo those ineconve- 
members to serve in Parliament, wet Il} niences, t | ut 1, at different 
deeply and closely connected with the | Is, passed t 1 t subiect. 
office of sheriff, and therefore it was of the | The Crown 1 no power in this matter, 


} 


utmost importanc that thos« fhicer Was UNIVE ly allowed, that sheriffs 


af , 1 , er "Th j , , 

should be placed ina Situation Of com ;| OU t to be el yt Ireehoiders, in 
‘ } at 

plete independence. And, accordingly, | tl ime way as ners we ppointed, 

ants ae ~ ] } ‘ \\ ‘ ] | + / 

acting on this principle, the Legislature of | What did the statut By an 


this country from time to time had passed | act passed inthe 9th year of Edward 2nd. 
several bills for securing the ind pendence | it w enacted, that 1 sheriffs should be 
and regulating the election and appoint- | ch 1 by the Treasurer, ( ellor, and 
ment of those important officers. He was} Judg That was the mode of appoint- 


desirous, in bringine this question before | ment of sheriffs point ut by the act of 
their Lordships, to call attention to the i Parliament to which he had alluded, and 
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importance. It was called by Lord Coke 
the Statute of Lincoln de vice-comitibus, 


{COMMONS} 


it was considered an act of the greatest 


| 
| 


and was commonly known by the name of | 


“‘ the Statute of Sheriffs.” 


It recites the } 


grievous complaints of the people, and that | 
the King intended to eschew the evil op- | 


pressions and disinheritances occasioned 
theretofore by the sheriffs, and it ordains 
and establishes that ‘‘ the sheritts from 


henceforth shall be assigned (sovent mzs) 


by the Chancellor, Treasurer, Barons of 


the Exchequer, and by the Justices ; and | 


in the absence of the Chancellor, by the 
Treasurer, Barons, and Justices ; and that 
none shall be sheriff except he have sufh- 
cient land within the same shire where hi 


shall be sheriff to answer the king and his | 


people.” 
letter in Latinfrom the King to all the 


sheriffs in England commanding them to | 


At the end of the statute is a| 


make the statute known in the full county 


court, and to cause it to be firmly and 
inviolably observed: ‘* in omnibus arti- 
culis suis quantum ad te pertinet firm- 


iter et inviolabiliter facies observari.” 


There is also a memorandum in law French 
subjoined—that the statute was sealed 
with the great seal, and commandment 
given to the Treasurer, Barons of the Ex- 
chequer, and the Justices of both benches, 


to observe it steadfastly in all its parti- | 


culars. 
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practice in England. If there then was 
any doubt as to the want of power in the 
Crown to appoint sheriffs by its own au- 
thority, that doubt must have been com- 
pletely removed by the provisions of the 
act of Henry 8th. in regard to Wales. 
And the statutes he had mentioned were 
as much in force at that moment as when 
they were first passed. When such was 
the law, therefore, and when there was no 
dispute upon that subject—when there 
was no difference of opinion as to the 
meaning of those statutes, he begged to 
ask what authority could justify any devia- 
tion from the law, plain and distinct as it 
had been laid down ? Was it necessary to 
refer to decisions on this subject ¢ Uf it 
was necessary, he could refer their Lord- 
ships to an instance of a decision the most 
important On this subject in the reign of 
Henry 6th., on the construction of the 
statutes towhich he had alluded, and which 


| was to be found in Coke’s second insti- 


tute, where the decision was mentioned in 
terms of the strongest approbation. The 
King had of his own authority appointed 
a sheriff for the county of Lincoln. The 
sheriff refused to serve, and the Lord 
Chancellor referred the matter to the two 
eminent chief justices of that period, re- 


| quiring their opinion ; and, on a parti- 


That act continued in force till | 


the act of the 14th Edward 3rd., when | 
another act was passed, by which it was | 
provided that ‘* No sheriff shall tarry over | 


one year (outre un an), and then another 
convenient shall be ordained in his place, 
that hath land sufficient in his bailiwick, 


by the Chancellor, Treasurer, and Chief | 


Baron of the Exchequer, taking to them 
the Chief Justices of the one bench and of 
the other, if they be present; and that 
shall be done yearly on the morrow of All 
Souls, at the Exchequer.” That was the 
law laid down at that period, and it had 


remained in force from that period up to | 


the present time. On these two acts the 
law at present rested, and on that point 
there was no dispute. ‘These two acts 
had been confirmed at different times. In 
the 34th year of the reign of Henry 8th. 
a law was passed for regulating the ap- 
pointment of sheriffs in Wales. In that 
act a particular mode of election was 
pointed out, and it was enacted, that the 
names of three persons should be returned 
to the Crown in order that the King might 
select one from the number, as was the 





cular day named, Fortesque delivered his 
own judgment, which was unanimously 
concurred in by the whole twelve judges 
of England. What did they say in their 
decision on this case? They stated 
that the King, in appointing a sherifl 
for Lincoln, was in error when he made 
that appointment on his own authority 
That he might not misquote Coke and the 


judges he would refer to the precise terms 


in which the decision was given and 
described. It was as follows ;— 


“They, to the abovesaid demand, sayde, 
that them seemed, and so it seemed to the 
remnant of the judges, that the King did an 
error, When that he made another person 
sherriff of Lincolnshire than was chosen and 
presented unto his highness after the effect of 
the statute in such behalf made—and though 
that he that so was made sherriff would not 
take it upon him, ought not to be so punished, 
and to make also a great fine for his disobe- 
dience, as that if he had been one of the three 
persons that were chosen to be sheriffs, afte 
the tenor of the statute; and furthermore them 
seemed, that the King should bave recourse to 
the three persons that were chosen after the 
tenor of the statute, and make one of them 
sherriff by letters patent, bearing date either at 
the day of election of them, or else at Michae!- 
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mas and though that sithence the 

any of them have got him an exempti 

he should not be made = sherrif, t n 
seemeth that he should be cl ced 
said office upon him—and f 
seemeth, that if none oft 

chosen be made, t 

man, dwelling ina forei 

to oc¢ uple the sal | ofhes 

next year thatin eschew 

ences, that the orde: t 

behalf ma 


And Lord Coke, in his com 


said,—‘* Which aforesaid 


nion bi Ing the a ly 1 I 

such famous Chief Justices, 1 « 
judges of England, and fit 
council-book, I thouzht fit to | 


in such words as it is there s 
sure and just exposition of t 


cerning the making of sheriffs.’ N 

that any decisions were necessar: 

they were at all required here was a] 

ment of great weiezht, confirmed | 

opinion of the great man who had 
ported the case, that the King had 
erroneously in departing from the list HH 
knew, that it was said by some pers that] sir 


the question raised in this case was 
whether the person appointed was 
to serve? But if his appointment wer 
legal, the sheriff was bound to serve the 
office, and if he were not bound to ser 


the office his appointment was illegal; so} sta 
that the direct issue of the } 

was obvious in this report. But there was 
another case, or rather a memor ) 

a case, in Dyer’s hi t! 


Elizabeth ; and those who took uy 
to assert, that the statutes { 
advanced on their behalf this cas 
morandum. In the Sth Elizabeth, t 
plague having broken out in Lond 
Michae Imas term was not holden, and 
adjournment took place to Hilary term. | 


meeting for th appointment ( f sheritts t 
take place on the morrow of All Souls, and 
as the term was adjourned, it was imp 
sible that the act could be complied 
and no names were returned to the 
Queen. But what did they do? Thi 
selected the sheriffs from the lists re- 


turned for the precediney year; and so! and 
| , 


far, therefore, was this authority from 
being adverse to his (Lord Lyndhurst’s) 
argument, that it went directly to support | 1 
it. To be sure, at the foot there was | 
dictum, that it was holden that the hi 

of his prerogative might appoint the! 1! 
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act called Poyning’s Act, 
LOth of ‘Henry Oth, made the state of the 
law in Treland precis ely the same as it 
was in England. ‘The noble Lord had no 
doubt 1ead the reports of the commis- 
sioners, who had reported, that the sheriffs 
in England cor elected under the acts 
2nd and 14th Edward 38rd, 
was precisely the same in 


passe d in the 


Oth Edward 
ne the oy 
[reland. There was no doubt upon it. 
sut it had been stated by an authority 
which was entitled to great weight—it had 
been said by the nobl Marquess thi 
Lord President of the Council, who was 
well versed in the law and ancient usages 


of this count: y—i had been stated on the 
occasion of his having presented a petition 
upon this subject—that an act of Parlia- 
ment had alter d the law in Ireland, and 
that the right of appointment was vested 
in the Crown; but when he (Lord Lynd- 
hurst) looked at the act of Parliament re- 
ferred to, he found, that this act of Pa 

liament had nothing to do with the sub- 
ject, and he might, therefore, be pardoned 
if he disposed of the authority of the nobl 
Marquess, and preferred placing relianes 


on the authorities to which he had before 
referred. On that occasion the noble 


Marquess stated :— 


“¢ Since I came into the House I have refer- 
red to the Irish Act of Parliament on the sub- 
ject (1 Henry 7th), by which all the then exist- 
ing regulations and laws with respect to the 
appe tm f } riffs ‘ lone ; ~ eral 
appointment of sherifis, were done away with, 
for the expre 38 purpose of vesting the a} p Int- 
ment in the Crown, and from that time it has 
accordingly remained vested in the Crown, 
no act of interference of Parliament having 


leprived the Crown of the authority which 


( 
has been so re posed 1n it 


That statement, however, did not ap- 
pear to be quite correct, and what was 
rue of literature seemed equally true of 
law— 


“ Drink dee p, or taste not the Pierian spring. : 


For the act of Parliament referred to, re- 
lated to the Irish treasurer, placing him on 
the same footing as the treasurer in Eng- 
land; and how the appointment of trea- 
surer could be connected with the appoint- 
ment of sheriff, he was at a loss to conceive. 
What made the case still more extraordi- 
nary was, that the statutes of Edward 2nd 
and Edward 3rd, at the time the noble 
Marquess was 8s} eaking of were not law, 
because the act to which he referred was 
passed previous to Poyning’s Act. But 
this was not all. There was another sin- 


| gular slip of the noble Marquess. 
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While 
pig rte \¢ e. i statutes 

Edward 2nd and Edward 3rd the law 
of Ireland, continued to “> the law of 
Ireland to this day, the act to which 


which made the 
| 


the noble Marquess referred had ~ 
F i 

positively and expres ly repealed by the 

35th of George 3rd, and it was now totally 


waste paper mda nullity. an thought, 


: 
he had stated enouzh to show, that. the 

} NT 
noble Marque 


rity ought not to 


ontweich the of the commis 





sioners, who, in th report, stated 
Poyning’s act t > Jaw in Ireland at 
this day; and that he was therefore war- 
ranted in saying, that the law with respect 
to the appointment of sheriffs in Ireland 
‘ 
Was ] cisely th Wn the law in th 
i . . 
country. NOW, is to the facts. It Was 


not a question whether an act of Parlia- 
ment which was ambiguous in its terms 


could be in erpret d by contemporaneous 


usage; because that point was sufhiciently 


established. Neither was it a questton 
} 1 . 1 
vethet an act wh ch Was distinct ana 


precise in its terms could be affected by 
juent usave Most certainly it 
could not. But in this case the usag 
corresponded with the act itself. He 
would undertake to show to their Lord- 
ships that from the passing of Poyning’s 
act, down to the present time, the usage 
had been in perfect correspondence with 


sub 


the interpretation which he now put on 
that act. As far back as the reion of 


} 
} 


Henry 5th he found in the Exchequer roll 


a charge of 5/, for a dinner provided fot 
the judges assembled at Westminster for 
the election of sheriffs, according to cus 
tom. The practice in the time of Hy nry 
6th was oved by the very case to which 
| already referred, ‘The practice in 
the reign of Henry 8th was shown by 
Poyning’s act itself; and the practice in 
the reign of Mary was established by 
Dyers case. There were two cases re- 
ported in Croke setting po what the 
hegre in the time of Charles Ist: 
and there was a singular piece of evidence 
Stratiord act in reference 

About that period it 
was material with the government of the 


t 
arising out of the 


to this questi ll. 


day to disarm opposition, and it was sug- 
rested, that the best mode would be to 


} 


event the leaders of the opposition from 


| 
I 
being members of the lows : house of Par 
liament, and ace: rdingly what took p lace 
Why, seven of the most eminent members 


iol the Opposition were appointed sheriffs 
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by prerogative, and among others Sir Tho- | asked what was the practice in Ireland, 
mas Wentworth, afterwards the Earl of! and what bad been th practice that 
Stratford. A curious letter was to be/ country? Did it correspond with the 
found among the letters of that celebrated | practice in England? He would rt 
man. He would read it to the House :-— | broadly and distinctly that it did. The 
Sir Arthur Ingram to Sir Thos. Went Ris commissioners in their ult enth repo 
7 ; stated, that the election of the sheriffs in 
“ Noble sir—God sive you joy, you are now | Jreland was made under the statutes of 
hg great oficer of Yorkshire, but you had the | Edward 2nd and Kdward 3rd hat vas 
vented it—it was set and resolved what sh ~ the first authority to which he would refer. 
be done—the judges proceeded in their old In the \ 1721, a book was published 
course, and so went it to the King; but when | Upon ‘ the office of sheriff,” and upon the 
the names came to the King, the King declared racty with respect to that office It 
that he himself had the names of seven that | eseribed \ it th 1 sent and ancient 
would have sheriffs, and so named them him- usage was: and stat i, that the judges, 
self. For your being chosen, my poor opinion precisely as they did in England, pre par d 
is, that there did not anything befal ye a Glaaees 2 . ar aes, ieee, 
is, and will be, more honour to you in pu 1 list OF names whil =~ their circuits ; 
who — most strangely of it. | that they met toge ther with the Chance lor 
i eur titel fiend. Attar Taoram: | ne Vichaelmas te rn, ind considered the 
November, 1625.” subject ; and upon doing s , and alter 
| discussing the propriety of the names, 
Here was a distinct statement of what | they selected three, which were returned 
the practice was at that time. The judge’s | by the Chancellor to the Lord-lieutenant 
lists were entirely passed over - every | in order that one might be selected out of 
thing was seized upon by the Crown, and | them as sheriff. In 1776 there was another 
the prerogative was illegally exerted, and | work, published by a person of the name 
for an illegal object, namely, for th: ’ Howard, upon the practice of the Court 
purpose cf preventing, among others,}of Exchequer, in which was stated the 
that able man, Sir Thomas Wentworth, | practice of appointing sherifis in Ireland 
from being a member of the House of} precisely in the same terms as occurred 
Commons. He would now proceed one} in the work of 1721. So that in the first 
step further, and come down to the] place he had the report of the commis- 
reign of George the second. He had a]sioners, in the next place the work of 
statement of what the practice was at that} 1721, and then again another work of 
time. It was a Legislative statement.| 1776, showing what the practice was in 
The judges were to meet on the morrow of | Ireland upon this subject. But he had 
All Souls in full term, for the purpose of | something morethan this. He had some- 
naming the sheriffs. It was considered | thine to iia what the practice was in the 
convenient to shorten the term; the con-|reign of James 2nd. James made an at- 
sequence of which was, that the morrow of | tempt to new model the office of sheriff in 
All Souls would not fall within full term. Ireland Henry Hyde, the Earl of 
It therefore became necessary to make an} Clarendon, was at that time Chancelloi 
alteration in that respect. ‘The statute of | of Ireland [No; Lord-lieutenant!"| 
George 2nd. recited former statutes; it| Exactly so; Lord-lieutenant of Ireland. 
recited the usage and the obligation of } The King wrote to him, desiring him to 
it, and then it enacted that the judges | postpone the appointment of the sherifts, 


should meet on the morrow of St. Martin, 
for the purpose of appointing the sheriffs. 
Their Lordships would find, that about the 
year 1760 or 1763 Judge 


sent Mr. 


conformity with the usage. 
Christian, 
the practice to be still the same. 
then, had been the usage, 
series of years, corresponding with 
law of E gl: ind and with the exposition of 
that statute to which he had already re- 


ferred. perhaps, he 


pre 
Such, 


the 


But now, should 


Blackstone | p 
stated the practice of that time to be in | the | 
| nobleman 


{Juni 25} 





| that proposal. 


. a | 
thirty years afterwards, stated | 


998 


r 1786 or 1787. Lord 
Clarendon was weak enough assent to 
He did postpone the ap- 

sheriffs. He would refer 
Lordships to the answer of that 
to the tt It was 


King’s let 
published about ten years ago among the 


That was in the yea 
to 
ment of the 


ont 


er. 


papers of Henry Hyde, Earl of Clarendon. 


during a long | 


gan by declaring his perfect readi- 


He | rf 


ness to conform to the wishes of the King, 


be ' 


but h proceece d to state: ‘Itisa very 
thing that one of the justices and 


atth il 


strange 


Lord ‘Tyvreonnel (who was ine com- 


3) 


IK 








ay 


Aco 


en rc. 


er. 
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mander of the troops in Ireland) called 
upon me a day or two ago with a list of 
persons to be appointed sheriffs, and desir- 


{LORDS} 


ing that those should be appointed.” | 
Lord Clarendon then observed to the King | 


—‘‘] confess, Sir, I thought it very 
strange (to say no worse of it) for any two 





(Ireland ). 


Commissioners of Inquiry into the Courts 
of Justice in Ireland, in 1826, the Chief 
Justice of the King’s Bench in Ireland 
stated what the practice really was, and he 
thought he might put the opinion of the 


| Chief Justice in opposition to the opinion 


men to take upon them to give a list of | 
men for sheriffs over the whole kingdom ; | 


to anticipate the representation of the | 
judges, who are the proper persons to 


offer men fit for those employments, and 
1 


=< 
1 


chief governor to have an opinion in the 
matter.” So that it appeared that not 
only did the practice in Ireland correspond 
with the law and the practice in England 
in the year 1721, but that so far back as 
the reign of James 2nd. the same corre- 
spondence existed in the former country. 
But the noble Earl (the Earl of Mulgrave), 
who ought to be well acquainted with this 
subject, particularly as he had dealt so 
largely with it, had contradicted all those 
authorities ; he had denied them, and had 
said, that there was no such rule in Ire- 
land ; and that the judges never made out 
lists for the appointment of sheriffs. ‘The 
noble Earl asserted that with so much 
confidence that all who were then present 
for the moment acquiesced in it. 

The Earl of Mulgrave denied, that he 
had asserted that there was never a similar 
rule in Ireland to that which prevailed in 
England. 

Lord Lyndhurst said, he had before him 
an extract from the speech of the noble 
Earl as reported in The Mirror of Parlia- 
ment. The words of the noble Karl were: 
‘In Ireland there is no general meeting 
of the judges or of persons representing 
the executive for the purpose.” 

The Earl of Mulgrave: “ With per- 
sons,” not “ or,” 

Lord Lyndhurst continued to read: 
“ The judge going the assize, makes a re- 
turn of three names to the government, 
and to the list so returned the selection is 
usually confined.” 

The Earl of Mulgrave: I never used 
such words. 

Lord Lyndhurst said, that it was so re- 
ported in The Mirror of Parliament, and 
he had over and over again heard, that the 
noble Earl had so explained it. He was 
elad, however, that the noble earl had 
denied making sucha statement. Unfor- 
tuvately, however, it did so happen that 
in the Appendix of the 15th Report of the 








of the noble earl. The Chief Justice 
stated the practice to be this: — 


“ Upon the summer circuit the senior judge 


| in each county procures the best information 


he can collect as to the gentlemen in that 


: " | county qualified for the office of hiyh sherifl 
without so much as leaving room for the |} 


who have not already filled it, from amongst 
whom he selects the three persons whom he 
considers most fit for the situation. In the 
following Michaelmas term, upon a day fixed 
for the purpose, generally the second Thuis- 
day in the term, the Chancellor meets the 
twelve judges in the Chief Justice’s chamber, 
and each judge who had been senior on the 
circuit, according to seniority, hands a list of 
three names for each county to the Chancellor, 
who reads out each list as he receives it; and 
after he has read each list, the qualifications of 
the several persons therein named are consi- 
dered by the Chancellor and the twelve 


judges; and if any one present knows any 


thing of the character or qualifications of those 
persons, or any of them, he communicates it, 
and according to the result of the discussion 
the list stands as given in, or the names are 
transposed, or some of them struck out; in 
which latter event the judge who had returned 
the list substitutes others, which are subjected 
to a similar discussion; and the lists, when 
finally agreed upon, are taken away by the 
Chancellor to be laid before the Lord-lieu- 
tenant, and are immediately afterwards pub- 
lished in Lhe Dublin Gazette, after which the 
several high sheriffs are appointed by the 
Lord-lieutenant.” 

The practice, then, in Ireland corre- 
sponded with the practice in England, The 
statutes applied to Ireland, and the deci- 
sions of the courts applied to Ireland 
with as much precision and certainty as to 
England. But he admitted, that there 
was an interval when in Ireland the law 
was violated, and when the practice was 
broken in upon. It was the practice of 
1776, but it was not, he admitted, the 
practice in 181], as appeared by another 
work, published by a Mr. Gabbett. It 
appeared that at a time of confusion and 
rebellion this practice was broken in upon ; 
and the judges’ lists were sent to the Lord. 
lieutenant without any previous meeting 
of the judges and the Chancellor for con- 
sideration; and it further appeared, that 
in One instance, no list having been re- 
turned, the Lord-lieutenant made a list 
himself, This practice continued until a 
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became Secretary for Ireland, when his 
attention was called to the subject. 


investigated the practice, and took the 


{June 25} 


remarkable period, until Sir Robert Peel } was the opinion of Mh 


He | 


opinion of the law officers of the Crown | 


upon the subject, and he, in particular, 
consulted Mr. Saurin, The opinion given 
by that high authority was, that the prac- 
tice was an abuse, was illegal, and re- 
quired to be remedied. What did Sir 
Robert Peel do? He did what he 
always disposed to do—he restored th 
law and usage as it originally existed, and 
it afterwards continued to exist 


as until 


was | 


{ Lyre tan 


in respect to sheriffs so appointed 


Ing shown this, he had stat 


? 


conceived to be the law of th land 
the practice of the constitution on the sub- 
lject. Could it be denied, that the subject 
| was one of the greatest importance? No 
| one who looked to the nature of the duti 
of the oftice of high sheriff, who considered 
the influence the individual holding that 
fice had upon the working of the consti- 
tution, the execution of the laws, the admi 
nistration of justice, and with respect to 


the day on which the noble Earl tirst held | 


the office of Lord-lieutenant of Ireland. 
He would now ask their Lordships whethei 
he had not established the practice with 
respect to Ireland, and made the case of 
Ireland correspond with that of England ? 
He should conclude his observations on 


this branch of the subject by referring to | ' 


the words of Mr. Justice Blackston 
further confirmation of his ca Aftei 
referring to the case, as quoted in t 
reign of Henry 6th, that profound lawyer 
and high constitutional authority went on 
to make some remarks on 


se, 





1c 


the memo- 


mobos 


in | 


the returning of Members of Parliament, 
could deem it otherwise than of the most 
eae 

vital importanes \ccordingly, from the 


nstitutional his- 
ind, that 


liest periods of the c 
tory of England, it would be fot 


| th power of the prerogative exercised in 
| the creation of sheriffs had been uni- 
| formiy objected to, while the constitution 
vas in a heal stat One of the arti 

cles of impeachment against Tressillian 
land Robert de Vere, lords justices, was 
| altogether founded on the ill lity of thei 
| appointment of sheriffs, Again, in the 


loe 9) 
iCS 


of 


time of Chai 
the Cit 


when a deputation of 
Dublin waited on Lord 


IZens 


i 
rand walk that cane: | Keene: rth to complain of tl shes 
andums of that case :-— per North to complain the appoint- 
| ment of sheriffs by the royal prerogative 
11 he 1 rerogative, 
cN ’ ne’? ha . ce 4} ) } 1 } < 1 
Notwithstandi of ie ee ce song ; that noble and learned individual said to 
moor resolution of ull re Ue of Engla them, You shall have your izhts ac- 
referring to the decision p' ted 1 L, | f , hart but if tl | 
; . ) oul i] Dut (lic ne 
Coke’s Second Institutes, mentioned abov oe slabial > y BS eae é: put = ol 
“Thus entered in the council-book, and the | @!54] ves of your selection, you shall 
statute 34 and 35 Henry 8th, ec. {,; then have a commission to Inquire into 
: ‘ | } ’ ‘ } } \ : 
which it expressly recognizes to be the law of | the matt \ noble Lord, a Member of 
r 1 } , " . 
the land, some of our writers have affirmed | the ot I] wh C ti onal 
that the King, by his prerogative, may name | prin es were developed in his writings 
: 1 } y | . i i } thi O'S, 
> pleases be sheriff, whether chosen } f 
whom he pleases to be sheriff, ¢ | and which were sincularly at variance with 
by the judges or no. This is grounded on a} , s 
7 v. : ‘ “i i bis conduct, when speaking Of thi illeral 
very particular case in the fifth year of Queen | ‘rea “eee 
Elizabeth, when, by reason of the plague, | power assumed Dy Unaries the ~ad a sb 
there was no Michaelmas term kept at West- | @ppointment of the sheriils, considered, 
] j ‘ ales | | } 
minster, so that the judges could not meet iv |“ that by that act the throne completed 
crastino animarwn to nominate the sheriffs; | its victory over the people.” In the reign 
whereupon the Queen named them herself, | of James the 2d ittempts made to 
ssembly, appoint nal ; 
without such previous assembly, appointing | control the appointment of sheriffs in Ih 


for the most part one of the two remaining in } 


the last year’s list ; and this case, thus circum- 
stanced, is the only authority in our books for 
the making these extraordinary sheriffs.’ 
Then Mr. Justice Blackstone went on 
to say respecting the of 
sheriffs by the exercise of the prerogative 
—‘ With reference to that prerogative, 
which goes to put the prerogative above 
the laws, it was effectually demolished by 


appointn nt 


the Bill of Rights at the Revolution, and }they we 


abdicated Westminster-hall when King 


James 2nd abdicated the kingdom,” Thatinoted by him with ne 


: 


King so far suc a 
] ] | 


he nomination of ¢ 


land, at d the 
he 


sherl 


obtained t 


fis ry county In 


In eve 


the ex ption of Doneg 


I otes 
tant sheriff was appointed, and t t arose 
merely from a mistake. ‘They had it upon 
record what were the intr ru that were 
practised at that time in Ireland to make 
uli th | ioh sheriffs of the i ian (4 tho- 
lic party. When the lists were made out 


1 
re handed to a_pers¢ in the 
ae ee? ; > ; 
confidence of the Crown; and on bein 
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the claim of the individual on the score 
of religion and_ politics, they were 
then transmitted to the King. They 
underwent another examination, and were 
noted again by the King and his advisers, 
and then they were returned to the Lord- 
lieutenant of Ireland. From the lists 
so prepared, the sheriffs were appointed, 
There were some curious notes on them 
still in existence; and he (Lord Lynd- 
hurst) would, with permission, read a few 
of them to their Lordships :— 

“ Wicktow.—Sir Robert Kennedy, if to 
be judged by his intimates,extremely W higgish. 


Answer; An honest centleman, descended 
from loyal parents In the usurper’s time 
ufferers for their loyalty imself an active 
justice of the peace. 

“ Kino’s Counry.—Edward Bagot, reputed 
dishonest, but loyal, Answer: Very loyal, 


though once questioned for favouring Tories, 
but acquitted, some thinking him to be a 
ltoman Catholic. 

“ FPermanacu.—asir Michael Cole, weak 
and Whiggish Answer: A sober, loyal gen- 
tleman, and no 
rood understanding, and no Whie. 

“ Dupiin.—llenry Fernby, a weak man 
and Whiggish. 


fLORDS} 








(lreland ). 1004 


irregular, and had been considered 
by many as being decidedly illegal. 
The noble Earl had introduced a new 
practice into Ireland. He had in the 
course of three years, in upwards of 
twenty Instances, passed over the judges’ 
lists, and had made a dreadful inroad into 
the practice of the constitution. When 
they considered the nature of the appoint 
ment of high sheriff, when they considered 
the express and distinct language of the 
statute to which he had referred, and 
when they considered the authorities to 
which he had called their attenti n, and 
when also they referred to what had been 
the usage from the earliest time to the 
present moment, and then when they found 
that the present Lord-lieutenant of Ire- 
land had in upwards of twenty instances 
within the space of three years broken in 


] af Sarre ‘ | —_ 
upon the constitution of the country, de- 


| parted from that statute and that usage, 


Answer: A quiet, sober, in- | 


, | 
senious man. A very good justice of the } 


peace, of very loyal principles—so far from | 
be lng a Whig that he is a constant Church ot | 


+ 


England man.’ 


This was sufficient to show the exertions 
made in bad times for bad and corrupt 
objects to obtain the appointment of the 
sheriff—an instrument of such power, 
controlling the courts of justice, and 
effecting indirectly such important objects, 
It was a singular coincidence that one of 
the charges against the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland, Sir Constantine Phipps, on the 


matterof the charters, was the illegal in- | 


terference with the appointment of the 
sheriffs, and it was made the subject of a 
resolution against him in the House of 
Commons. He could not mean for a 
moment to impute to the noble Earl Oppo- 
site (the Earl of Mulgrave) any improper 
motive. He had no doubt that the noble 
Earl in all that he had done in respect 
to the appointment of sheriffs had 


thought that he was acting consistently | 


with the law. The noble Earl told their 
Lordships upon a former occasion that 
he never appointed any sheritfs from po- 
litical principle or party motives. But 
what, in fact, had the noble Earl done? 
He had made occasional appointments, 
under circumstances which had always 
been considered by all parties as most 











their Lordships must be persuaded, that a 


| strong case had been made out for inquiry. 
bustling man, but of very | “ee | , ; ' < 
ate He wished to have the faets to which he 


had referred, substantiated before a com- 
mittee. le wished to know upon what 
cround these violations of the law had 
taken place; and he wished to know what 
it really was, that influenced the noble 
Earl in adopting the course he had taken. 
It was a grave subject of inquiry between 
the noble Earl, as the representative of 
the executive power in Ireland, and the 
country; and their Lordships, as the 
guardians of the laws and constitution of 
the country, would neglect their duty 
basely, if they did not inquire into it. It 
had been said that similar cases had oc- 
curred under previous administrations ; 
and a case had been mentioned as having 
taken place under the government of the 
Duke of Northumberland, when Lord- 
lieutenant of Ireland. ‘The case was of 
this description. The chief baron 
O’Grady’s son had had a fierce contest for 
the county for which the return of the 
sheriff’s list had been made by the 
Chief Baron himself. The return was 
made when a dissolution of Parlia- 
ment was expected, and it was appre- 
hended that undue use had been made by 
the Chief Baron of his power to nominate 
the three persons on the sheriffs’ list. 
What was done? The Duke of Northum- 
berland set aside entirely that list, and 
appointed another individual to be the 
sheriff who was not on that list. The 
noble Duke could not refer to the Chief 
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Justice agam 


referring to the 


Sallie 


But he appointed an individual directlh 


opposed to the Government Phat | 
motives were pure, and tl 
upon honourable prineiples, no man 


moment would question ; but thi 


the danger, even from the best u 1V 
breaking in upon the principles of the | 
One preced it bec 


another, till at last the pri | Ss ol 


I i 

law were sapped and undermined, an 
1 } + ‘ ‘ 

that which originated fron ide 


positi 
of the 
CC rrupt on, 


n became the fo lat of 
miserable, and ot 


Ei telinved. stew 


had occurred under Lord We 


most 


Case 

but he was not quite e { 
He was told, however, that the cas 
of this description ; that after ret 
of the judges it was f that 

the persons cou v ( 
by the Lord-lieutenant t oc 
Did he ay nt the sl! t $ 
authority? N o FI 

the judges tO mak ital \ 1 
new | Sst was iccor! rly I 

from that the sheriff s py ntec i 
were other cases, h ve l 


the judges’ list. ‘The Act of | 


was precise Won the | { i 
would say, that an Act of Parla 


not to he ob V d yy the Cr 


Crown never 


sherttis. That power originaily res 
in the freeholders; a when th \ 
Parliament was pa It transfert 
power to the judges, subject to tl 
tion by the Crow Hed 

enter upon the Monaghan case n Uh 
was a matter of fact wl Jif acommitt 
were granted, might be inquired to 
appeared, that in that case tl lismiss 


vas by letter; now he apprehended 
sheriff could be super 1 | 
letter: he could only | supe { by 
writ, and which writ must st t 


cumstances of the cas [he facts w 
not traversable, but a leval case must | 


shown. What took place? ir. ( 
was appointed sheriff. He w remov 
but there were two other unexceptiona 


Mr. i 


No application w 
Vk 


persons on the judge’s list, 


Mr. Crawford, 
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nit them, Dut what did the le Earl and 
| { id i do | ea t se two 
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| ject, webl to show, that the practi e ol ap 
pointing sherifis at once by the Crown was 
ill oal and unconstitutional. *The noble 
Karl, by departing from thisrule in upwards 
of twenty instances, had made a great 
practical alteration in the law respecting 
the appointment of sheriffs in Lreland ; and 
when the great importance of those othcers 
was considered, when it was considered 
how seriously the manner of appointing 
them might affect the administration of 
justice, might affect the return of Mem 
bers to the House of Commons, and 
might affect other branches of the state, 
he (Lord Lyndhurst) thought, that their 
Lordships were bound to inquire into all 


the circumstances and causes of that al- 


teration. He should therefore move, that 
1 select committee be appointed to inquire 


into the manner in which sherifis had been 
yppointed in Treland in the years 1835, 
, 1837, and 1838; and to report 
their opinions thereon to the House. 


The Earl of AZulgrave was anxious to 
iddress few words to their Lordships, 
although he was sure they must be quite 
aware of the embarrassment which he ne- 
cessarily felt in attempting to answer ob- 
servations on such a question by the nobli 
ind jJearned Lord. But he could not 

: 


delay for a moment (the legal points of 


the case he should leave in much better 


hands than his) to vindicate himself from 
the charge which the noble and learned 


Lord had summed up in his last sentence, 
f his having made a great practical alter- 

law respecting the appoint- 

| 3 fore he 

sat down he hoped to be able to show 
their Lordships, that that was not the 
case. He hoped to be able to show their 
i it the grounds on which hi 
had acted with reference to that subse Ct, 
ls on which, under 


were onlv the grounc 
1e same circumstances, all his predeces- 


sors would have acted, and on which all 
future Lords-leutenant of Ireland must 
more or less act. He could assure thei 
Lordships, that since he had been in the 
office which he had the honour to hold, 
one of his most earnest objects had been 


to obtain the highest legal advice with 
reference to any measure of his Govern- 
ment. Not that he had the slightest rea 


1 


son to believe, that the measures recom- 
mended to him were not cautiously weighed 
ind considered ; but that he was still de- 


sirous that they should be further consi- 
1e sub-{ dered and investigated by high legal au- 























1009 1 pporntment of Sheriffs ; Vt | yt fire F LOLO 
thority. He thought he should be abl If to be { the best criminal judves 
to prove, before he sat down, that the | th , ved Yi inere news-~ 
argument of*the noble and learned Lord paper report, t ( t, that the gaol 
was applicable to England alone; and | of Monaghan had not been that 
that, with reference even to Encland, thi 1d irned Lord | y uD sO 
noble and learned Lord applied that argu ve al isalion against t Gov i 
ment in much too broad a manner; and | m f Ireland, f learly two months, 
he thought he should be able indisputably 1 then ide need the subject 
to prove, that the practice which the nobl rt vhich he had t evenin 

and learned Lord said was formerly t t ul Lordships’ considera 

uniform practice in Ireland, was never t RR t was 1 infair 
uniform practice in Ireland, and that \ nd learned 
exercising the power of appointing sherifis | Lord | have som 

in Ireland in the manner in whie! { facts of 
had exercised it, he had in 1 5 cet 
departed from the usage. Before, howe f out it diffi t he made 
he proces ded with that point, he begged § tl he | rt of his motion, 
to say a word or two on the state and |} J ( ( the man in 
shape of the particular questi th 1 Lord had 
the noble and learned Lord had su | tf i pr sition 
to the consideration of their Lordships. pointn of s itts in 
It was now nearly two months—¢ | n say, tl ble Lord 
above six weeks since the nobli ind ( l ull irregular 
learned Lord gave notice that he \ | | | Lord 1 referred 
move for a return of the number of pr t d t referred 
soners in Monaghan gaol before and afi ports ad hesi- 
the spring assizes of the present y tated ve the explanat f the 
The noble and learned Lord had had | mgble i had used t i with re- 
many opportunities of considering the ex- | €fehce t mployment of certain ex 

pediency of that motion; yet it was only | pr t b Baron had 
on Thursday last, at a time when he (Lord ie (Lord Mulgras id stated 
Mulgrave ) could not have had the me } used how he had 
of obtaining any information or advice } u had sh it they were 
upon the subject, if he had wanted | the wav which had been 
from Dublin, that the noble and learned 1. What he had alluded to was 
Lord abandoned his original proposit 1 f dismissing a grand juror in 
and on the ground of great fairness—(and | t ty \lonarhan ;—undoubtedly 
what kind of fairness the nob! d learn T t; the question upon which 
Lord possessed, the sp ch whit h h i) 1G dd u h | d US Judge 
made sufficiently evinced)—having with-} Burt s to ¢ B Joy he had 
drawn his notice of that motion, he sub- n do th LV tually left 
stituted for it a notice of a moti F anit t With regard t¢ main ques 
altogether ditferent character. Let their | tion ht f urd by é and 
Lordships only consider the nature of th | d, whatever t t the legal 
motion, notice of which the nobl nd titutional consideratior con- 
learned Lord had in the first instanes cted going of ic lists 
placed upon their books. It was a moti pointment of sheriffs, he readily 
intimating, that the government of Ire- n t ict of the Government 
land had done so pointedly illegal an t persed that list was not a small mat- 
as to interfere with the course of just : ired such a justification as 
In that country, and to let the punishn nt | to the pea \dvantage oO} 
of the guilty be delayed, and to keep itry could afford. The noble Earl 
innocent in confinement. That was th | read the letters which on two 
motion, notice of which was put on thei ( sions e written in his n with 
Lordships’ books by one of the first j » sub-sheritls first Was 
yers of the day, by one who had twice} to that ‘* when se such as 
occupied the highest legal office in the | | rht bi his excellency, 
country, and who, in the interval between it it his duty t rpose ; the 
those two appointments, had shown him- | functions of a sub-sheriff being most in- 











‘ 
t 


weer 


een raare 


ee ee 


1OU} I ppointment of Sere s 


portant.” {nd so unquestionably they 
ofhicei lik Ireland re=- 


retion 


were. No public 
quired the exercise of greater dls 
in the perl 
lettei proc eded to state thatthe rly re- 


luties. ihe 





commended was a clerk to an attorney, 
and therefore nota free agent. The second 


letter related to the case of a sub-sheritl 


for the county of Sligo, whose appointment 
by Mr. Coote was not confirmed. ‘This 
was made a great grievance of, and it had 
been asserted, that there had | ! viola- 
tion of a | ) on th ( \ n. The 
noble Earl id the co 01 

on the sul ct, by which ita peared, t t 
in the first instance a Mr. J es Gray, a 
notoric us publi character in th ( Vs 
had been appointed, but that Mr, ¢ 

afterwards substituted his father, Mh) 
Samuel Gray. Now, to say nothi of 


other matters, ir. 


publican. he ofti of sub-sheriff 1 
quired c¢ i ie] i lov 10 nd 
i 
it was evident, hat L publ n \ san 
objectiona i pel » Til D ( i] 
would not @o into tall th $ t to 
Mr. Samuel Gray; but ( quence 
of som eC} rts res D i. trial in Du ~ 
iin, he (the Ka x fuloy ve D d ID DFT 

1 » : 3 i 
to Mr. Smith, the clerk of the peace for th 


county to throw some light on Mr. Gray’s 


character. rh nswer was, that ona 
trial in the pt ding year, Mr. Gray had 
wanted to nevociate with th idves as ai 
independent party, and had stated, that he 


had the power, if the prosecution 
persous underyoin 


to pr vent tl recurrence of the cl 


Stances. ihat was a kind Of power o1 wo 
fuence which, in lis (Lord iuloray 

I } } | } 
Oplmion, ought not t bein the hands of a 


sub-shet ii 


question. He cam » consider wh er 
the acts of Edward 2nd. and Edward 3rd. 
were recognised in Jreland as the law on 
which sheriffs were to be appointed. That 
Was a point which, on Live author tv < f the 
hrst lawvers in lrelai | he VV a not Con- 
cede to the noble and learned lord. And 
for this reason, that at ¢ times referred 
to by the noble and learned Lord, the 
whole state of t| » country of lreland ren 
dered such a recognition Impracticabl | 


le. Atthe very time to which 


Tit 
Oth of Edward 2nd, when the law was 
blished by which the 


and impossil 
the noble and | 


esta- 

appointment ol 
A 

; = Ba t 

sheritts in England was regulated, the 


whole of Ireland was cantoned into pal ill-= | 


Lord alluded, the } 
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! 
! 
| 
| 
| 


|nates; and the law was 
1The noble and k 





(lreland ) 1O] 


holly inapplicable 


ie | Lord h id also said, 





ithat there was no power vested in th 
Crown i¢ j Do; svneria Lhe bact. 
how ve \ » thal dy rd 2nd, grant 1 the 
Shorievai oF the county oft Lo b 26 ti 
Karl of Louth ind ilso ais 1 of thre 
hrievalty of t county of Cork With 
espect { the eneral a pte ion Of the 
act I dv | 1 to qr nd in fact af 
was then utteriy im sibl to mak the 
same law on the subject applicable in Eng 
land an I land, In the uter country 
there \ e no cir S tablished there 
\ e not { } is hot 
( \ { i sas In the torme 
| ) t | V0 ne’s ct. m th in of 
Henry 7th. Now, if he were not misin- 
formed, th construction a tually put 
upon that act, was not the construction 
which had been put upon it by the noble 
nad ¢ I Lord. it hol question, 
indeed, was how far in Ireland Povyning’s 
ict rendered the mode of appointing 
sheriffs the same as in Envgland—lIn Ire- 
land that mode being at that period im- 
pl cticabl Alth 1h tw Veal wo he 
had not stated, inthat hou what had 
been a bed to him, he had stated, that 
there were no meetings of the judges in 
Ireland analogous to the meetings of the 
judges in England. In Eneland they 
were required to meet in the Exchequet 
Chamber, with the ‘Treasurer of the Ex- 





the bxchequer, But in no other 
Dea et | 
uid the meetings of the judge 
; : 
1b isidered analogous to the 


vaDny 


which the kine 


Ireland for th i! but py ynted them 
for three, five, and eight or nine years, 
is in the case of the reign of George 2nd 
Ch inst mi | carried down 


from reign to reign. ‘The noble and learn- 
ed Lord had quoted a letter from Lord 
Clarend yn, who was Lord-leutenant of 
lan ves 2nd. Another 
letter from Lord Clarendon might be quo- 
| stated ‘* that 
he had kept some of the sheriffs in office 
for more than a year, and that in their ap- 
pointment he had not confined himself to 
the Lord Chancellor’s roll, but having as- 
best qualified 

for the office, whether Catholics or Pro- 
them; so that 

most of the sheriffs whom he had nomina- 


; ‘ 
certained who were tne mt 


testants, had appointed 
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ted were new men. It also a pcared, that] land i Lol t ted 
it had been the practice of Lord ¢ 
to consult the Lord Chancellor alone, and rett Ito | en 
no other judge. The noble Earl read an } referri : 
extract from another letter of Lord Claren 
don’s, to the same effect. In ibsequent 


periods it was undoubtedly thi pract Pid of nd u 


the judges to recommend certain person nt id refe 
for the office of sheriffs ; but that 1 m- 
mendation was frequently departed from - 


The noble and learned Lord had In- | lord 
ced a deserve | 
which a right hon. Baronet, wh tv ne 


duced on the subsect. It 1 { i |) 


benetici il ch ingves ind | | a i | 1 no 
orave) WaS MoOSt alxXious t i from tt 1 I was 
except where there was ) | joy was 
for departing from the princip Et] \ | ty, now 
right hon. Baronet, 1 §} ; y . t bol : But 
inconvenilenceé of the { 


never talked of its illegality \ Sey, 
obvious, indeed, that he could. 

it illezal; for if ill , Mr. 
Attorney-Gen ral, had 
for years ; and that under the cha I 
ship of Lord Manners. but, in fact 

man at that time heard 


the ille eality of the mode of appoint \Fr Fae 
sheriffs in Ireland, or of the ne¢ sity \] i d 
reconciling that mode to the mode } : VIC ; n ve 


} } I 
‘ } 


scribed lol England im © } itu i ) y regu 
In confirmation of this state 1] t, and | 
noble Earl r id extracts | m the tetters |! { { sidered 


of Sir Robert Peel, when | 5 ie] 1 I . | yrd- 
Secretary, in which he spoke of the desir lists. 
of the Lord-lieutenant, to revert to th t i luly \ rad 
ancient practice” With respect { { : } I tion 
appointment of sheritls, but 


about ille u lity. N Ww, th question was ( i 


whether he (Lord Mulgrave) had 

only that, in the exercise of the d retl 

with which he was vested, which had bee 
done by almost every Lord-lieutenant 

had been sent to Ireland ? The nob : 4 had, 
Karl proceeded to read a list of instances | ‘That tit the pec 

in which Lords-lieutenant of Ireland, in t 

the nomination of sheriffs, had gone out i office, were t Ken INLO 
of the judges’ lists. In 1825, in the cases | ¢ ration. L'¢ | , i the NPs 
of the county of Clare and the Queen’s |} y e, it was decided by the 
county, the Marque ss Wellesle y went out | Gov ht, that | r ofa secret 
of the judges’ list, and appointed an indi-|s y should nominat ie office 
vidual whose name had not been returned | of sheriff. That res the 
to him by those functionaries. In J 829, |. us Having in that y sO Ire- 
the Lords Justices in the case of the; quenth ne out th g in 


county of Antrim appointed out of the | the next year, ther | but the case 
judges’ list; and then, in 1830, in t f Mr. Lee. In tl 11 of that gen- 


Limerick case alluded to by the noble and ie had 1, and 
learned Lord, the Duke of Northumber-| acting pon that formation, he went 
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out of the lists, but, discovering his error, 
he had made Mr. Lee the only reparation 


in his power, by having him nominated to | 


the office the succeeding year. In the 
next, the third year of his being in office, 
having discovered that some of the judges 
had departed from the rule laid down by 
Mr. Peel, that in framing their lists, they 
should consult with the actual sheriffs, he 
had, acting upon advice, goue out of those 
lists in one or two instances, with a view 
of repairing what he considered a very 
serious omission. Such was the brief and 
plain history of every case in which the 
rule of pricking from the judges’ lists had 
been departed from during his administra- 


. . | 
tion, In what he had done, he might 


have been right, or he might have been 
wrong, but in every instance he had acted 
under the very best advice, and in no case 
had he departed from the fixed rule with- 
out being satisfied that there were good 
and substantial reasons to justify his doing 
so. In all there were eighteen cases in 
which he had gone out of the list, and in 
every one of these, he felt confident he was 
able to give a good and suflicient reason 
for his conduct. But were there no occa- 
sions on which, though strongly urged to 
depart from the lists, he had refused to do 
so? There were several, and of these the 
last nomination for the county of Longford 
was one. The name of Mr. Featherstone 
was on the judges’ list for that county, and 
although numerous representations were 
addressed to him against nominating him 
to the office, not finding on examination 
that they were very valid, he appointed 
him, and he was happy to say, he had had 
no reason to regret having done so. The 
same occurred in the case of the King’s 
county in respect to the appointment of 
Mr. Coote, the son of Sir Charles Coote. 
That was not a popular appointment at all, 
and was only persevered in, despite of 
urgent representations, on the ground that 
he found no substantial reasons for depart- 
ing from what was considered the estab- 
lished rule. Having stated this much, 
he had now one or two remarks to make 
with respect to the inquiry sought for 
by the noble and learned Lord. He 
begged to be distinctly understood, as 
far from wishing, that such an inquiry 
should not take place. On the contrary, 
he thought it would be of very great 
assistance to him if the House should 
determine to enter upon it. At the same 
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tablished a case, fully proving that he had 
not himself done anything to call for a 
motion of the natureofthat which the noble 
and learned Lord had submitted to then 
Lordships. Should the inquiry be entered 
upon, he sincerely hoped their Lordships 
would take the opportunity it would afford 
to turn their serious attention to the very 
ereat discretion given under the existing 
system of nomination to sub-sherifls. That 
was a question of the very utmost import- 
ance. At present there was a degrce of 
power and discretion vested in sub-sherifts 
| which rendered it of the utmost conse- 
quence that great care should be taken in 
| their selection, and as experience had 
proved, that leaving their nomination to the 
high sheriffs had led to repeated collisions, 
which, in the present state of feeling in 
freland, it was doubly desirable to avoid, 
he sincerely and earnestly entreated their 
Lordships to turn their attention to the 
subject, with the view of seeing whether 
some better security for their competency 
and fitness for the office than the very 
slight one which now existed might not be 
devised. He had, then, in conclusion, 
thanking their Lordships for the patience 
with which they had heard him, only to 
observe, that while he could not on the 
one hand be a party to assenting to the 
noble and learned Lord’s motion, if its sole 
object was to attack and impugn his in- 
dividual conduct, he, on the other hand, 
if it was meant to lead toa general inquiry, 
with the view of throwing light upon the 


> 


{ 
| 
| 





system under which the nomination of 
sheritis in Ireland at present took place, 
not only should not object to it, but would 
seriously recommend to their Lordships 
the expediency of entering upon it. 

Lord Brougham observed, that on a 
question which he could not but regard as 
one of great importance—not alone as it 
might affect an individual of high rank and 
station in the country, but of grave im- 
portance as it might affect also the admin- 
istration of justice in the empire—on such 
a question he could have wished, and 
would have been more satisfied, if he had 
had the advantage of hearing some of 
those great luminaries of the law who were 
the chief law advisers of the Executive in 
the two countries—for instance, his noble 
and learned Friend on the woolsack, and 
more especially, in this particular case, his 
noble and learned Friend the chief adviser 
of the executive in Ireland; He was in 





time, he must say, he thought he had es- 


expectation, but only for a moment, that 
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before he ventured to offer any observation 
on the question, he should have had the 
benefit of the opinion of his noble and 
learned Friend (Lord Plunkett), more 
particularly as the noble Earl in the out- 
set of his speech said, that it was not his 
intention to go into the law of the case, in- 
timating, as he understood, that there wer 
others to whom that branch of the subiect 
would ial] 
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| 
the 





more especially belong. Besid 
the noble Earl bad told their Lords} 


that in the course which he pursuc 


acte d on the best le val advice which 
could command, and thoueh the nobl 
Earl named no name, and pointed to no 


particular quarter, yet he could come to| 


no other conclusion than that his noble} 
and learned Friend (Lord Plunkett | 
him was one of the parties at least alluded 

to, who was to be one of the cast of cha- | 
racters in this discussion—as one of the | 


ereat luminaries of the law and its great | 
expounder to the Irish Executive. 
had thought that the noble Earl, content 
with defending himself, would leave th 
exposition of the law to other hands. Thi 
noble Earl had told them that he had acted 
with the concurrence of his legal advisers. 


He would have been equally responsibl 
with that advice as without it, but that did | 
not take away the responsibility of those | 
who gave the advice. As the burden of| 
the noble Earl’s song had been, that he had | 
acted with the best legal advice, he knew | 
the noble Karl well enough, and he also! 
knew his noble and learned Friend (Lord 
Plunkett) well enough, not to co iclud 

that he was the party alluded to; but if 


any change was made in the constitutional | 
practice, the noble and learned Lord was 
not one whit the less called on to defend 
himself than the noble Earl; and he would 
say to his noble and learned Friend in the 
language of their common 
** God send you a good deliverance.” 
noble and learned Friend was, tl 
placed as much on his defence as his co- 
defendant; his unlearned brother, the nob) 
Earl. Great, then, was his surprise to find 
the noble and learned Defendant allowing | 
the case to go over on a nil dicit. [Lord | 
Plunkett: You need be under no appre- 
hension asto that.|—Yes, that was all very 

well; but what he should have liked was | 
to have the defence come in its 
time, and though his noble and 
Friend looked so kind and so merry at 
that moment, the question might be, would 


profession, 
His 


.erefore, | 


ry 


proper 
1, | 


irned 


{Jun 


he, when their Lordships had considered | 
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same kind 
rry countenance? Hedid 
that th reluctance ; 


this subj ct more fully, have the 
and the 


uot 


samt 


mit 
suppose of his 
d Friend to address then 


from any doubt as to the 


noble and learn: 


Lordshiy S arose 


bility of the defen mad y his noble 
Ch _det l t N ra 1 hie thin Ny th t 
Was Il ju ol ily l it ¢ ll- 
( ce ¢ $s ne d arned Fri ls 
\ { ra ry degree of favour 
‘| t trol the tribunal he 
et He fairly 

i ll t | ] ucht 

) ‘ le ti a i 1d’s i¢ 
Irom t ( ide leit In 

\ | ie 1 thei 
Lordships had heard rapt upas 1 
\ | ul i ind indefinite 
; ss But, however i 

had been settled, it seemed, af 1 creat 
d f counsel 1 no doubt much anx- 
10us COn ra lat cours should be 
do ed « 1 thi ceask - ait Was aC- 
cordingly said, Well, we will give you 
in inquiry, but don’t put just this very 
inquiry—not Just In these very terms— 


be LUS¢ that looks MKe Int 


] 


ulp iting’ us; 


but the truth is, we wish very much to 
have the aid of this House to ascer- 
tain the exact law as to this matter in 
Ireland, and to settle it once forall.” Now 
he, as at present advised, was not of 
opinion that the state of the law in Ireland 
n this point, was such as called for any 

\quiry whatever on the part of their Lord. 
ship iny other body, for it was in no 
way whatever unsettled or unascertained. 
7 peech of his noble and learned Friend 
opposite, had satisfactorily demonstrated 
that to his mind; he had arrived ata full 


convictl 


conviction he 


yn on the subject, ana by that 
should abi le, until he heard 


from his noble and learned Friend behind 


him (Lord Plunkett), or from some other 
competent iuthority, that there was no 


Certainly, however, 
suuld have come of 


yut bis error. 
J} 


necl 


doubt ibs 


to this « usion he shi 


himself, even without the aid of his noble 
and learned Friend’s clear and luminous 
statement of the case. Now, first he must 
say, that his noble and learned Friend 


opposite , Wi the charge of 
unfairness preferred against him by the 
noble Earl at the head of her Majesty’s 
Government in Ireland, in regard to the 
he had chosen to bring 
forward this motion. Long since had the 
noble and learned Lord given notice of 


his intention to bring forward a motion of 


is not 


, t 
open to 


mode in which 
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some sort or other of this nature, and he 
had always understood—he had not seen 
the words of the motion in the book, not 
had any communication witb his noble and 
learned friend—but he had always under- 
stood that the motion contemplated by his 
noble and learned Friend was about the 
appointment of sheriffs. Moreover, he 
understood that his noble and learned 
Friend had been induced to put it off from 
time to time, and he did not know that it 
] 


was so pul off, for his noble and learned 
friend’s own convenience; but, on the 
contrary, he was told that his noble and 
learned friend was asked by the noble Earl 


himself soto put it off [ Lord Lyndhurst- 
I was asked. This, he thought, ft 
nished an explanation of the delay, and 
had no doubt the noble Earl had requested 
to have the matter put off, 
possible reason—namiely, to give sehr’ for 
the noble and learned Lord Le ord Plunkett) 
behind him to be there, and to give the 
noble Earl the 


for the best 


aid of his earning oa elo- 
quence. There was then, in ealit Vv, no 
ground of complaint whatever. Whi it, the Dn 
was the ground? Was it the want of 
accuracy in the first aoe ce, or was it the 
short time which had el ipsed since Thurs- 
day last, when the corrected notice was 
given } > But could any man doubt, that 
the noble Earl knew just as well what he 
was to be called upon to explain, from the 
first sight of the first notice of his noble 
and learned Friend, as if be had seen thi 
words of which he had had a week’s notice 
on the books? Hethought, therefore, that 
the noble Earl had no ri 


ht to charge his 
noble and learned Friend Opposite, on 
either of the erounds which the noble Earl 


had mentioned with unfairness. He would 
now come to the argument. But in the 


ry bs . 
outset he must say, he did not, in the least 
degree, intend to impute motives of a 


| } oe Beg ' 
derogatory kind, to the noble Earl; he 


acquitted bim in the most earnest man- 


ner, and most explicitly, of being actuated 


by any improper motives, or any intention 
to pervert the powers which the noble Earl | 

. al 
thought that he possessed, to politic al and 


i 
yrrupt purposes: and further, he was fully 
convineed, that the noble Earl believed he j 
really had those powers, or he would uot | 


i\ 


have exercised ihem. This he most fullyand 
caudidly admitted. But the question for 
their Lordships to consider w is, whether, in 


reality, and in law, the noble Earl, as re- 
presentative of her Majesty in Ireland, had 


this power or not The qu stion was, 
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| some petty oftic 
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whether, in the appointments the noble 
Earl had made, he had or had not stretched 
the powers of the prerogative committed to 
his keeping; it was, whether the law in 
Ireland differed toto cwlo trom that which 
was the law of the land in this country. 
This was the pinch of the argument, this 
was the most important part of the subject 
now under their lordships’ discussion—the 
most important to all men’s interests and 
feclings, and prejudices—but to him at 
this time, and with his principles in re- 
spect to Irish politics, more important 
still, because he, with his noble friends on 
(the Treasury Bench), had always held, 
that while it was the duty of Government 
and of Parliament to hold the balance 
even between conflicting parties and sects, 
they were bound at the same time to ex- 
tend to Ireland the full benefit of all the 
laws of England that were applicable to 
the state of that country. But he was 
now, it seemed, to learn, that one law 
holds where to bind the Crown in the 
exercise of its ee ative with respect to 
appt intm nts to the shrievalty, but that 
on the other side of the channel a different 
system prevailed which was fitter for the 
eigns of the Plantagenets and Tudors, 
but he would sbow presently, that this 


| very power was wrested from the Planta- 


genets and Tudors, and that the whole 
current of law since had run in the oppo- 
site direction. What, then, did it signify 


| coming forward to talk about equal rights 


to Ireland only where the question was 
e in a municipal corpora- 
tion, when what the learned Mr. Justice 
Blackstone, and his learned commentator, 
Professor Christian—no very great friends, 
either rue them, to the rights of the people, 
and surely no violent foes to the preroga- 


_tives of the Crown—both on the same 
| page, expressly declared to be law here, 


and what they blessed themselves was law 


| here, is not the law in Ireland, but just 


the reverse? This it was which gave the 


| present debate, and the considerations 


; connected with the subject of it, a pe- 


}culiar importance and a superlative in- 


terest for him. He regarded the people 
of Ireland as his fellow-subjects, and not 
as “‘aliens.” He had made allusion to 
those words, used by his noble and learned 
Friend opposite on a former occasion, 
because his noble and learned Friend had 
offered an explanation of them, though he 
did not know whether. like the noble Earl’s 
explanation, it was intended te bind and 
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stop all men from questioning it, ; peremptorily | ( 1v which 
really, therefore, he hoped his 1 und | tt lin this 


learned Friend would n ut quar tha tia t! | 1 I $f that 


on account of this ailusi t rds, : t ] f t sthe 
beca » hI ob] Friend A | . \ ' 
yecause LIS Ovi i i \\ iid iV¢ l ia j ad. . - rel t his 
opportunity, ii hie Wel Wi In t! i) iC { ) Rey I I 
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meaning he altacihied to ti ras I 

] Py + | + I ' 
quoted, O1 etiing him Vig ° Lh held, ( U , ¢ q ea Dy 
that it was of the last ln pr ine that. | nosit 
distinction should be made between ! ( } 
two countries, 
point were prove ( | j 3 I { 


then he sal 


+] | 
without brit 


2 i I 
font . | |! ] ' ‘ ‘ 
SO portenvous an in V. i il ] 2 if 
1 . ’ , 
stated tl views Up I | : \\ I ta 
n ler } { $ ] 
ODLY heard Ou sidae, te th 


benefit of that fuller | le jt ce of 
light which his nol ‘ i ned len \ ' { ( 3; which 
would have shed upon it. Then Farl | t were, t 

had contradicted the a I i th t NV f et. and 
and learned Lord, who! ls 1, that 1 ( i | >; eves, 
Sovereign in England never had pow t PON u's h, is 


name the sheriffs; « or 1 


Karl, the Sovereign was, like the Gentil yt \ { I 
_~ = law umto hit elf. Why, PT t ce ( \ (} tiv and accurat 


authorities,—Coke, Serjeant Hawkins, | ply t st sf 


that great authority on criminal law, and ’ | », there was the less 


many others, down even to Burn, an liscuss it i is admitted 
author whom many peop had in th ; ad ted by the 
possession, and some Ih the r heads, and noble | Pla B l va sala if w could 


with whom most of their Lordships had Por o’s law, and much on the law of 
some acquaintance, even he stated, it wa dward YZnd., i} ) t i i. whe re 
stated also by Blackstone, and all other th re no county divisions at that time, 
erave and learned authorities, whether on ere no ju s went cil nd the 
the royal, the baronial, or the commor ry $s in a savage and barbar- 


law, it was asserted In various. statu itt lat In 


, er ; ‘ 
also, 1f bavine been ft ‘ H ! \ 

before any statute xisted, it tl ] 
soverelgn had not the right j iter | \ ther was 


him by the noble Earl. But the Planta- 1 ppa land 


’ 


eenets, they \ told, held d ent But whet these lav 


1 1 1 i \ + 
some peopie sup} ( t the pre t dar { i n FOyl SA in 
i ri i c 
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century, legislat 1 4 this and other Was I Ee f mS Unis 5 
matters with a succinetnes wh i \ | ription { 
wished all their successors had imitate ly Vor iW, C ese St L tl 
and they had said, as it were from a f - ¢ 


yl ‘ ] as ee . : 
Sight and foreknowledge thats le future I cis i 





viceroy might come to raise this question, t of real | 
In the 28th of Edward Ist. cap. , that ¢ similis l Sf na, na thers, 
the Kine has grant l unto th peo} , ti | rna 4 V s, rested 
they should have the election of sh tis in ( i : f Poynir Ss, at leas 
every county wherein the shrievalty \ fi nd 

hot in fi . “This was the ena } we . i t | Olson J stinian 
“dward Ist. and then came the law r | 1 2nd., as appli eland, rested 


statute of the latter monareh, ypres 1 na mari | bidie Here 
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could be any application of these laws to 
Ireland at a time when there was no 
machinery in existence for carrying them 
into effect; but this was exactly the same 
argument as that common one among 
youthful practitioners with respect to the 
law of tithe on potatoes. They were ac- 
customed to ask how it was possible that 
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'then pursued as to the appointment of 


potatoes could be legally titheable since no | 


such things were known in t 
Richard 2nd? but the answer was in this, 
as in the argument of the noble Earl, that 
from the general principles of the law these 
results were immediately deducible ; and 
in regard to Ireland, as soon as the English 
pale became co-extensive ith that island, 


he time of 


icl 


the whole was immediately put under the | 


English law. 
their Lordships would be of opinion that 
the identity of law in the two countries, 
resting as it did on so many authorities, 
was satisfactorily made out. Hehad great 


} 


respect for those great but unnamed, and | 


But by this ume he thought | 


perhaps unnamed because anonymous, | 


authorities, to which the noble Earl had 
alluded, and by whose advice, the best as 
he said which he could get, it was, that he 
had acted; but he must say, that the 
contradiction to those high authorities 
given by his noble and learned Friend 
Opposite was not a mere dictum of his 
noble and learned Friend, for, first, 
they had the report of the law com- 
missioners of 1826, who distinctly stated, 
that the statute of Edward 2nd. was law 
in Ireland, and they moreover distinctly re- 
ferred to this very practice of choosing 
sherifts. And the se Commissioners were 


no mean authorities; they were men of 


inquiring minds ; they were lawyers, judg- 
ing of the facts beforehand, and not sit- 
ting down to find loopholes by which to 
vet out of a bad case, nor hunting out 
modes of quibbling to make out a state- 
ment with a view to compassing a political 
object. It was an argument with him in 
favour of that authority to be attached to 
their inquiries that they were conducted 
with the sole view of ascertaining the 


truth, and not being advocates for the | 
establishment of a particular point or ob- | 


ject. But his case did not rest here. He 
had, in addition, the authority of legal 
practice as stated in various sources of in- 


| ably the law in Ireland that the sheriff 


formation, without any possible view to | 


the present question. 


One of the works | 


on this subject, published a century and a | 
quarter ago, giving an account of the | 


office of sheriff, stated distinctly the course | justice? Tle had heard 
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these magistrates, which tallied as nearly 
with that followed in England as circum- 


| stances would permit. This work gave 


the selection to the judges, making the 
Crown merely ancillary and ministerial, 
But what was the best authority on this 
subject—the one most able to pour out 
for their information a mass of lore as to 
legal and constitutional practice respecting 
the appointment of sheriffs ? To what man 
on the equity or on the common-law side 
of Westminster-hall would they resort foi 
infurmation ? Not to the Lord Chancellor, 
for he only dealt with such questions in- 
cidentally, but to a common-law judge, for 
he, of necessity, must deal with them. 
The sheriff wasthe servant of the common- 
law judges, the othcer of 
whose business it was, to obey their com- 
mands, just as it was their business to de- 
cide questions and to expound the law. 
To a judge of common law they must go, 
and with the greatest propriety to a judge 
of the Court of Queen’s Bench, because 
that was the chief court of civil and cri- 
minal jurisdiction, and the sheriff was em- 
phatically its servant. Hardly a day in 
any term passed in which it did not happen 
that the judges of that court made an order 
on the sheriff of a county, and if he de- 
clined to obey it, his person was attached 
as a matter of course, and he was com- 


their courts, 


mitted to the custody of the marshal, as if 


he were the meanest tipstaff whom they 
had at their beck. Let him pause to ask 
whether there was any one consideration 
which could more clearly demonstrate that 
ifit was not now the law of Ireland, it 
ought instantly to be made the law of that 
country, that the judges of the courts of 
common law should be consulted in the 
choice of sheriffs, since they were the 
officers of those courts? That was the 
order of practice and the ground of the 
practice in the times of the Plantagenets, 
in the times of the Tudors, and, with one 
variation, introduced in the excellent days 
of the Stuarts, was continued down to the 
present time. Two inferences, then, he 
drew from this—one,that it was most prob- 


was appointed by the judges of common 
law—the other, that if it were not, it 
ought without further delay to be made 
the law. ‘To which of the judges of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench should they apply 
for information but to the learned chief 
his noble and 
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pursued durin he lay 
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the old practice. ‘The nobli 
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before he was removed by a letter from the 

’ 1 
Lo i lic itenant. Wi ; 3 spect tO Line 
yppointment of the um heriffs, he per- 
ceived there was a notion | lent in 
Ireland that would fill the breast of an 
Enelish lawyer with abhorrence—t the 


nment had ari 


Whata 


Gove I 


matter. 


at 

be found 7 Vere t Lordship 
of the rela 1 in whi th let 
stood to t Ci a y 
lable to an action at anv time { { 
nonieasan ( mis} I or t 

reriil | sh I \ ! 
act of hi ubordina ( if he did not 
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his name wa the writ | - 
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t stronel on ti subject. 

With respect to the challe e of ft 
arraign, the facts \ re thi ; = ne vw 1 

tthe bar challenyed tl iT] ont 
ground that the return n ya 
illeoal sheriff, but it v contended « 
other s that uch ail i 3 
rround ol I wlenein th wey n ! t 
question however, .w never decid 
The nob Earl | i " hat e | 
of Lord Clarendon, only the Cha 
and Secretary W present en the 
sherifis wet pri ked for; to b Dut 
then they were chosen by the judges first 
as in England, and afterwards pricked { 
by the King, But the House had before 


them the fact, that th a 


pra Lice complaine 
of was not once or twice, but hal ially 
carried out, and that th exce] 1) Was 
made the rule: that this thin is dom 
not eieht times In three years, but in one 
year, which, taking into account the com 
parative number of counties in Ey ind 
and freland, was equal to about thirteen 
Lines. If thei was anything on which 


the 


lé 


vernment rested, 1 
and uninterruy ed 
Government nt 
justices and wit! 
of justice, with the 
Oi t pow rs of t] 
point nt of <¢ 
Lo hit 
tel Ce It 
L provi of 
i 
h of tl i 
J | S 5 
iil i 1) s 
, , 
} ! 
I | i i) m 
+ ' ' 
{ » 
“fo a any ( 
\ { 
ho im the ’ 
mit { t 
tie il j 
ry n to ] 
t nr 
pp! 
duty if ~ ( 
co ! ra] 
that the pure str 
be slut | into 
vhich in worse 
hands, Lunde 
polluted by he 
tions—personal, « 
or i Lie 
the ) 
"| , af } 
! ’ . | ' 
7 rif a 
f Gov f 
( etive nd 
ilso pros] ctively, 
ha ( i t! 
}) them even 
that ) 
( Lice la t 
to vi t] il} 
tion id Wi \ 
ind to pres wh 
i 
hor tiv fro 5) i 
pree ce . nd il Lé 
time ind b oth 
pressively Purity 
entith idminist 
respect of the peopl 
in o1 H they 
benefits ether of 
pea | il fro 


/ ) 

t . 
Was a 
impart 

" 
aam 
ny mati 

Yet) 

i on 
iw, wil 

rs 
( a) 

] 

Vt ( 

; 
ra | 

| 

' 

\\ 

\ 
t| m 
nal 
( 

WO 

| 

i} } 

7 | 

Hi 

by 


~ 
1yt 
EEN 
1 
1 
vo 
t dl 
1 
mone: 
vents 
to ¢ 
1 
ara 
} 
Gta 
vey 
wen 
1OV¢ 
ton 
} 
alia 








UY of th 
istration of 
idministrati 
t ‘ 
! Lat sn 
1} imp pe 
l thei 
ind 4 t 
ro} ! \ 
Fa bye { 
f 1 
l ( 
( roll all 
f ry 1 
} J, nae 
t l 
\ d W ( Ni - 
t \ 
l 
| \ | 
H 1 tin 
| } t t 
| | 
Karl he i 
firy 
| 1 
! Ht ed- l 
\ 
1 
Sac (| 
atively 
G 





oY t } 
tto him that 
} 
Tit oy a Dal 
leoishat ( 
| 
t \ | 
| 
itl re 
, 
if i t 
+ et | 
! 5 
e ¢ yy 
whetl t 
re" Lit iy { 
\ satishied 
—: 
i ne ces 
it they were 


idk OEVV tiva- 
. 1 
Cen Qon Ih 
tK in evil 
1O} 1th W ‘ 
tilv and or 
Utya Op 
nment would 
' ' 
{ 1Ove Lod 
e held that if 
put all the 

















1029 Appointment of Sheriffs 


established amongst them and fra: 
vernments erected over the m, 
justice, pure 


justice, not accidentally 


other scale 
must be kept pure by examples being mad 
and inquiries instituted, and] tectine law 
round the 


enacted, and safewuards cast 


over whom that justice was administered, s 


that it would not only ‘cidentally pu 
11 1 } 

and occasionally pure, but that \ 

could he lin pure it 6othey er 


that pute justice ih tl scaie, und all tt 


other benefits which Governt t con- 
ferred on reankind int othe: 

the loaded scel ° lo d a it) ap pe 

but light in reality, would ‘ fly 
kick the beam.” Purity of 

the foundation of ublie ty 
kept society togeth t united ail s 

it instigated all erie it } 

all discontents, if prevented all 1 0 

it made impossib! | effectual 

it made impossible any general—resistan 
to Governments: and thei ord Hips 
might be assured of this, that it was 1 


more true that the sun rose in the east, 
and set in the than that as lono 
the people were sat 


west, 
ished that 
pure, no Government, however taxed with 
imprudence, need ever dread that the 
feelings and affections of the people would 
be estranged from it; but then pure it 
must be, and if when things of this sort 
were denounced, inquiry was refused, and 
if for the sake of 
towards individuals, they « 


17 } 
any delicacy Of feeil 


} $ | 
tO I} 


Ose 


themselves under a legal quibble, and 


deavoured to get off from doing that dut 

which on their hands devolved m 

on those of any men, let them be assured 
that all their pretences for giving « | 
rights to the Trish | pl —all th it 


tempts to establis! ! 
tional equality of privileges —all th 
municipal corporation bills, and tithe bills 
loaded with o1 
priationclause, would be so much mockery. 
They would find, that they had deserted 
their dutv to themselves 


emasculated of the appro- 


and alienated, 


and effectually alienated, the affections of 


the Irish. 

Lord Plunkctt understé 
that he would not take notice of the 
cule of the noble and Jearned Lor 
was always equally ready to inflict it upon 
either friend or foe. He should rather go 
to notice the merits of the 


Was 


on question 
‘ 


under debate—a question which bad been 
by the 


| noble and 


raised motion of his 
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learned Friet who, if he had earried his 
mnqul S ful , Would if d, he 


( had ¢ ied n Wiea ny 
l l 
hay l nati per t} 
1 ( 1 t have th i ign § Lf 
— , 
overruled 1d t \ 
( } ) clis d of 


( in {Cor sh ths, and 
t t | ls-lieutenant 
i \ | \ 1 t 
x i a 1 d his 
l } ‘ S I I 
s ] Or ft 
K tl IS 1Ol 
s | l l a letter 
\ f Lord- 
{ that decia { 1 Wa 
\ S l€ The qu n in Gisput 
{ l \ Vl { | elt se to 
ta 1 pl of t omm2 sheril 
as ) ) ntment of the nev But 
n unimportant ] t of tl 
Stiot | leut pt ( was, 
that f 1t-7Zoing s | it sb ld return 
t mes to the judge going the circuit, 
but in regard to that list, the judge exer- 
cised his discretion, and made such altera- 


tions as he deemed 
the to the 
n the Chiet Justice’s chambe 


necessary. He then 
BF 


list assembled judges 
r, and they 


exercised their discretion as to the 


LIStS ucht before them. Inconvenience, 
+} ‘ 

howe , arose trom this” practice, and if 

tu in 1 ny cases, that name 

] ( i u 1 the iistS oft pe rsons 

Ol tiie as eril nd who 

] } 

( i t nN} ied to s Ve. na the 

| itenant therefore required, that a 

| eve Py sons she uld b Se] d 

| ee | l hould . 

' ' . 

( y of fulfilling tl duties of the 

( Tl tf Baron had said, that 

t hy , sheriff was not onlv not tl proper 

»p n to who ) apply for information, 

but that he \ the very last person who 

ought to be consulted. Now, what was 
: , 

the opinion expressed by the Lord-lieute- 

} ] } ] 
nant on the subject ? Inthe letter to which 
he had alluded, it was stated, that his 


Excellency beyzed most distinctly to be 


understood, as not in the slightest degree 
n the right of th 


his ow! 


judee to frame 
without 


the iist on mnsibility, 


resp 

se 
consulting any local authority; and it was 
added, that when such lists so frame d we re 
would 


" 
celleney, he 
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consider them with an anxious wish to 
make them the rule for his final j 
Now, he would submit to the candour of 
the House, whether there was anything In 


justify or sanction the 


idement. 


that declaration to. 
charges which had been made against the 
Lord-leutenant ? 
that if from want of im 
ple te list 


Kxeell 


It was added, however, 
formation an 1ncom- 
1 ] 7 

should be Lis 


again returned, 


( 
nev would, under lezal advice. ¢ 


y 


ercise his discretion as to the one or two 
names that mizht be returned, and adopt 
such steps as might be necessary. No 

was that such a declaration as ought to 


have subjected the Lord-lieutenant to the 


had been broueht against 
him by the noble and learned Lord? As 
to the question of consulting the out-going 


authort- 


} yi 
charge which 


sheriffs, it was stated, by the best 
ties on the subject, that such for long had 
been the practice. In Howard’s book, 
which was published in | 1, 
that the ancient practice was such as he 
had described it,—namely, that the out- 
the list, although 


776, it was state 


going sheriff was to frame 


‘LOR 


| 
| 


| 


| the noble and | 





(Trelund). 
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served, that his arguments rested on the 
Knelish enactments of Edward 2nd, and 
Edward 3rd. Now, he was not disposed 


| to question the value of the arguments of 


earned Lord in regard to 
the effects of those statutes, as they bore 
1, and it was a branch 
should not 
enter. In England, the power of appoint. 


ing shei nally in the hands of 


reference to Enelanc 


of the subject on which he 


Was 12 


lis, 


| the p ople, ud by tl 28th of Edward 
Ist, the right of the pe ple Was acknow- 
ledged and confirmed. ‘This system, how- 


was found highly inconvenient, and 
rated to prevent the 
to fill the 


the Levis- 


ever, 
it was felt, that it op 
prope 
otlice of sheriff, and, therefore, 
lature corrected the system by the statutes 
of Edward 2nd, and Edward 3rd. But 
d no binding operation on 
Ireland, and their Lordships would find, 
that in Ireland, prior to the passing of 
those acts, as well as after they had passed, 


appointment ol persons 


those acts ha 


ithe right of the Crown to appoint the 
sheritls was unquestioned. The chief 
baron admitted the right of the lord- 


the judge on the circuit might afterwards 


alter it. 
presented the list to the other judges, and 
they also had the power to make such al- 
terations as they might deem necessary. 
He was unwilling to refer to himself, but 
when he was chief justice of the Common 
Pleas, he went the circuit, and he would 
state, that it was the uniform practice for 
each judge to exercise his discretion in 


regard to framing the lists. He never 


considered himself bound to adopt the lists | 


5 
presented by the sheriffs, and he believed 
it was common for the judges to make al- 
terations in those lists. But the 
baron said, that he never would con 
to take his information from the outgoing 
In this matter, their Lordships 


tp 
chiel 


nt 


sheriffs. 
had to consider a question of a purely 
leval character, and he was afraidh should 
fatigue them by the observations he felt 
called upon to make. ‘The first part of the 
question was, whether in point of law, and 
by any positive enactment, the executive 
Government of Ireland was prohibited 
from interfering in y degree with the 
lists returned? Was there any positive 
legal prohibition? When that point was 
ascertained, then the second point for 
investization was, how far the acts of the 
executive were at variance with the law ? 
As to what had been said by the noble and 
learned Lord opposite, in regard to the 
appointment of sheriffs, it was to be ob- 


any 


On the return of the judge, he | 
ithe right of the Crown had never been 





lieutenant on this point, and added, that 


questioned, Ile would take upon himself 
to say, that in Ireland, both prior to and 
after, the passing of the acts he had al- 
luded to, down even to the time of the act 
of the 10th Henry 7th, the Crown had 
claimed, and exercised the right of ap- 
pointing the sheriffs in that country. At 
an early period, a great proportion of the 
land in Ireland was divided into palati- 
and the palatines exercised the 
Crown, and appointed the 


nates, 
power of the 
sherifls. That power was uniformly exer- 
cised by the palatines, and not only in the 
palatinates was that power exercised, but 
it was exercised also in the counties within 
the pale; but as to the right or power of 
the judges, their names were never heard 
of for such a purpose as the appointment 
of sheriffs, down to the time of Henry 8th. 
The distinction was so well known that he 
hoped that the doctrine would not be con- 
sidered merely as the doctrine of school- 
boys, and of idle pretenders, nor used as 
throwing a cobweb or film around the sub- 
ject to mystify it. It was referred to 
a pamphlet of sir John Davies, formerly 
Attorney-general in Ireland, and one of the 
most learned of the Trish bar: it 
therefore, no new doctrine; it had been 
laid down again and again. ‘The palati- 
were distinguished by the difference 


in 


was, 


nates 

















1033 


Appointment of Sheriffs , A 


between church lands and lay lands, called 


crosses; andin the lay landsthe rig hs 
King. 


were always exercised by the 
next question was, whether the Poy 


Jaw had not transferred the statutes to lre- 
land; and on this point he did not speak 
with such confidence as on the first part, 
but still he stated his firm and honest « pl 
nion that the Knelish act wa neve 
adopted in Ireland by force of P VUING Ss 
law. He did not believe, that all the acts 
in force in Eneland were transferred 
Ireland by the Poyning’s law; for if they 
were so, the act intended fora me local 
operation would be so transferred. ‘Th 
English acts did not affect the right of th 
Crown: they only took away from tl 
populace the power of clecting sheritts 
In Eneland the Crown had abandoned th: 


1 


right, if ever It had it, which | 
assert; and it was to take away the people’s 


right alone that these acts were passed, 


But was it, therefore, to be inferred that 
the English act took effect in Ireland, and 
that it took away with it the rights of the 


From the time 
during the reign of Henr 
succeeding reign of Henry Sth. 
the reign of Elizabeth, the 

Crown were uniformly exercised. 
period, then, d 
the judges was uncertain. 


Crown? 


vy 7th., dufin 


id arise the interference of 


however, that after the Restoration tl 
judges didclaim the right; but many 


abuses afterwards er 


Newport some ye rs” since, then being a 
member of the otherHouse, said, that th 

had arrived at such a height that it was 
necessary to pass some law upon he sub- 
ject, and it would, perhaps have been well 
if Sir John had done and Sir Robert 
Peel agreed to apply a remedy which 
should shut out abuses. What 
abuses did Sir Robert (then Mr. Peel) 
agree to shut out? Was it the nomina- 
tion by the Crown? Was it the abuses « f 
the judges recommending the appoint- 
ment? Was it the abuse of one sherifl 
recommending his successor ? No; it was 
the grievance of the jobbing of the county 
members, who thought that they hada 
right to the favours of the Government, 
and it was to exclude them that Sir Jobn 
Newport proposed a bill, and that Si 
Robert Peel promised his assistance. That 
this was the state of the case he would 
refer to some letters: one was written by 
Mr. Gregory, and was dated the 10th of 


SO, 


these 


)\ 


May 1816, to Lord Chancellor Manners, | that he should be 


rf Ire ] j 
j Wirt l Mr. G { { i } wa 
lirected by the Lord to desi 
that he would revert t prac- 
lice of appointing sh true 
that he did not I to the | { 
that ancient met 1, but I ot 
Sir Rob P vritten in Oct r fol- 
| eto the Chief Justice, the al l 
of t [ | ( ce) iWwhich Sir J t 
S t urected tf kK i 
e 4 CY’s it 1de 
I tain f t Sli¢ icouut , 
} | I I 8 OF three fit 
is t the office of 
SUIT VC ito be d 
Vol the | re { 
vor f AILS l it, Su 
ae P i | aia rt to ny 
t | Sir Kt rt Peel 
thath would Ppry I ay to 
th \ \ pl Ol i iad 
) | S thod 1 t n tl pas 
Cora tol { i ters, 
} vel follo Lup by e letter « 
| d WI \ in | hit lvvest { 
t| i O pl \ is yt l 
izes, should n Inquiry in t 
na cte 1 pro} rty ms pers + 
likely to be yoInted riffs Thes 
s exact] inted out \ id been 
d Mr. Howard in his K t 
inclel pract ol al l iy SLICrTs $ 
\ Lord Whitworth, alti e returned 
» method, declared t th 
I ni Gat oO! 12 \ l yt 
o | pl t Lord-leutenant 
l ) re, for he « ssly said, that he 
W 1 1OOK t tur and that 5S fal 
s he could he was anxious to make them 
$s guid Then to t Lord Chief 
Justice = { Court f King’s Bench, 
whose opinion his noble and learned Friend 
thought of so much weight, he bad given 
;no Opinion as » the practice nor as to the 
law. The practice had prevailed long be- 
fore his 1 spect | iend was clevated to 





the bench, he believed in the year 1822, 
long after Mr. Peel’s letter, and he stated 


. 


the prac it adverting 
to the opinion of 
which the judg 
in his time 


1] 
UI 


iceatthattime truly, n¢ 


the sneritis,but 


stating the 
es met, and how the 
were chost Chi ar- 

ud learned Friend, 
they ought 
iS exceedingly 


ent of his n 

that the judges did not m« 

1ave done, w 

ind when he ¢ 

ind learned Friend that he was not laugh- 

ing at, but with, him, But he thought 
} 


able to convince his 


( ymical, 


) ] inte n Ue 
aughed he assured his noble 


1 
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noble Friend that the | 
io be all ou OnE side. 

portant difference: in England the ju Ize 
sat in the Exchequer Chamber, bat 
sittings were public, whilst in Irelat 


th 
1} 


id tl 


judges met in private, no person had an | The cont: 


opportunity of being present, and though 
they discharged their duty most properly, 


yet they had not the great advantage of 


hearing the remarks of those interested in 

The choice in the open c¢ 
of Exchequer was absolutely require 
the act of Parliament; so far,t! 


! 
i 


provisions of that act of Parl 


the subject. rt 


yurt 
1 by 
iereiore, th 
lament had 
not been complied with in Ireland. ‘Then, 

he chancellor 
he Ch inci llor ol Lr - 


1 ' 
( named in the acts 


aval, t 


of Edward was not t 


land, but the Chancellor of the Exch quer. 
It was so admitted on all hands; and in 
treating this question he was not using 


quibbling nor spec ial pleading, in itl rwas 
f th 


upon 


1 
their 
Liicil 


he drawing film ovet 
le arned 
true, the 


ant p articulars co} 


noble and 
this point were 
in two import 


acts had not been 


inh 


with; and there had not been one legal 
appointment of sheriff in Ireland from tl 


10th of Henry 7th to the 
The acts of Lord \nglesey and Lord W 
lesly had also been referred to, not with 
the view of attaching any blame for any 
neglect, or for anything which had been 
but his noble and learned Friend 
had said, that they did not know tlhe 
cumstances under which 
these lords-lieutenants acted in the exer- 


cise of their discretion; but according to 


done ; le 


> 
Cit- 
cases 


of these 


the argument of his nobie and learned 
Friend, the lord-lieutenant had no discre- 


tion to exercise, and there was no necessity, 
therefore, for waiting for the particulars 
of the cases. had been 
referred to, in the pamphlet to which allu- 
sion had already been made, during the 


But another case 


pres nt time. | 


{LORDS} 


s| office, who was oppos: 


their 
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wghter ought not; remonstrance of some respectable persons, 
m aac | } \ 
Phere was thisim- | appointed a Liberal and a Catholic to the 


d to the C.overn- 
appointed him. ere, if at all, 
had violated, 
vention of an act of Pariiament 


ment who 


the act of Parliament been 


hy the 
meanour, for which the Government was 
l {nd what had the law oft- 
ers of advised in ? 
Did thi y th his lexcellency 
should quash the appointment? No; but 
they said, that if any law had been vio- 
der the e 


lated, it had beet 
inces of the particular case, ant 


Government, was a high misde- 


responsible, 


1 ’ ’ 
the Crow that case 


i. 
aAdVISE, at 


done ul reuin 


1 not- 
reprehension of very 


ct 
>t 


Fe ] 
withstanding’ the 


| respectable gentlemen, the appointment was 


continued, 


| whose cases had been adverted t 


i noble 


] 
tit 


Duke 


And 


the noble Duke (the 


attach blame to 
of Northumber- 


ae 
Gitk 


land)? Certainly not; he wished to de- 
'fend him and his law advisers, as he had 
defended his noble Friends, Lords Augle- 
yand Wellesley for pursuing precisely 
the same course. The noble and learned 
Loid concluded by stating, that he was 
quite ready to share with his noble Friend 
» | (the Earl of Mulgrave) whatever respousi- 
bility might attach to the noble Earl’s 
conduct in the removal of Mr. Coote, or 
in the appolutment of any of the sheriffs 


Dv the 


and learned Lord in the course of 


| this debate. 


}coOmmMon use, 


vicerovalty of the Duke of Northumber- | 


In December, 1829, one of the 
members had died, and in the 


land. 


county 


January following a violent contest having 
i the | 
Was 
but was | 


1 "3 
tne of 


a candidate, he 


arisen, in which son 
chief baron 
returned by a small majority, 
afterwards unseated on petition, A gene- 
ral election was expected, as Parliament 
vas four years old, and it was said, that 
an honest Government was formed espe- 
cially to see, that an impartial sheriff was 
Government, therefore, 


Vas 


appointed : the 


passed over the gentleman nominated by 


the chief baron, and, notwithstanding the 


| instances 


a 


1 


iid, that he considered 

case had been clearly made out for in- 
quiry, for a that 
the executive Government had a right to 


di 
tal 


Lord Abinger s 


Assuming, moment, 


sregard the usual practice of attending to 


the recommendation of the judges, and to 


; appoint the sheriffs agreeably to its own 


purposes, he would ask their Lordships to 
at the extreme danger that might 
arise if such a practice were to grow into 
It had not yet been stated 
why there had been a departure in twenty 
from the usual practice. If 
such a discretionary power were to be left 
to the lord-lieutenant, what was to hinder 
his exercising it at a general election? It 
was true, that some few cases had occurred 
in England with respect to the appoint- 
ment of sheriffs with regard to the recom- 
mendation of the judges, but the universal 


| ‘ 
1OOK 


|opinion of Westminster-hall was, that it 


was an illegal, and, therefore, an improper 
act. Ifever there was a case that called 
for inquiry, this was that case. 

The Lord Chancellor said, that the 
noble and learned Lord who brought for- 
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{ ] 238 
ward this motion, mtendead callin ibi if 
i 
i 
tion the conduct tl I t eT \ ¥ nt 


Ti 
hit il l l ! ui} p pt 
len it W if | 
( rel iodh iChh | ( | \ 
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i | 
those cases ( | ra | 
r 
ind, ther re, | lt contin 1 } 
1 thé ( ( 
> 50 | 1 i i 
, , 
Cabilest | i i i 
humerous ii Vil t 
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crib W Ci | j I jeg 
tive, or b I lid 
Cxecu \ ) H i 1 
Hatiols A } t iW 
COnSULLIN bh uae 
reatest poss + 
i 
expediency i 4 
t : 
tl rit Wii te ( { ) 
hnawely, 1 rien 2) ‘ 
yuages, \ Vii i \ f 
l Li I i I ( j 
] } 
it di ul! pud | 


t to | 
i 

Ou | . ids 1 i 
(i bill 4 \ 
the sl I \ ( ] 

7 

nh Loi0 i - i 
uit or f ae ti l 

\ 

Rol i ‘ ) ( he 
S1d¢ 1 that t | 
mppoitl t { 

. 3 

OF; CONnSsUl noe th } S 

ought tuo bet rte \ ( 

{ t ms i i\ t Ss t 
judges, it 

vy wh } t 
vi WHOiCi { i S 
of |i 

1e°¢ ) Lil i i i 

Ol it s ifs I hh 
persons tO } 1 \ ft 

i 
the Cnsuibg il bila H t 1) 
: i 

ruave of a man { 

mation, Of restoring a pract : na i ( } rig 1d : iS, 
: ' 1 | ] ' | ‘ 

of restoring right. 1] 5 | i A iN i I i i io 
| ] 1 1} | ] ' } { , Y t | 
the lord-lticutenant Of treland | l i RA | \ | { } Lit 
] y j + , + 
blamed for acting illegally. If any dis Is 1 ¢ ( e recom 


cretion had been exercised by him from y state 


lnproper motives, no doubt ha uld | tha i i ott poin 


be a subj ct of serious charge; but t ing { { O: | statute, 
charge against him was for having int 3H S separa- > 
: , ; : | fy j 
duced a system inconsistent th th , \ mawa ii i that 
ny \\ + f i 


But his noble Friend had show that f | 
his predecessors hi 1d done the san ne. l ‘ H f ry 


His noble and learn¢ | Irie ad had ISl- Wi wad t take ne ¢ 1 Sal t neh, 


dered the history of the law of thise¢ ntry | y W ih ( { ( el { urts, 
with respect to the appointme! Ol is S privy 
as being very clear and fre rom ali am- rs. Summon sent to all the 





; cid ; é sn : . 
piguily, OW, he belleved, that ler privy counciiors on sc Occasions, 





nou Were hit » I pti ( uag > they 
i . 
) 
attended ) e--e3 ition of t ir duty, 
for | purp Of informing tue court 
, ‘ ; ’ led 
what ~P l ul { V aad ret } naea 
1} . j , 
i title given to this | been fora 
century p 1 of th who 
] 
are nominal ! is by the Lor yf 
the 4 ll ( it CXACIUCI 
cid 
any oul t bsOTU ea C\ neil, 
° y ; { 
Which ( ( rie = 
’ , 
Wa ib] l ( Is ¢ 
I t | t 
) ] 
ju Ss ( tal oal rs 
i W n { )) 
i { | ad 
{ 
t I { ] \ +e. Ye 
i 
Li t \ : obtainn 


iiry on 
what- 
e, the 


‘ ) ? 
{LORDS} 


} 
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haW 1 Mngland had never been cnforced 


ih Ireland. Ty 


purpose th the 


smust meet for the 


ie puder 


exchequer Chamber, with 


the two heads of the Exchequer, the ‘Trea- 


surer and the Chancellor, Lhe forme 


oflice had been abolished, and it was not 
lik that since the unton the Chancellot 
of the Exchequer would OLVe his attend 
ane In Ul minor country. 

Phe Marqu of Clanricarde observed, 


ectly implied censur 


ble Friend for his conduct with 


appointment ot snerill 


1 | } 1 ry , 
tu i last three vears. fibree novk 
i fan " | ie ; } 
wre O} Is baad spoken ihn direct Op} ) 
t { notion, and, of course, li 
t ] 
ended to ] ly t Now he (Lord 


Clanricarde) certainly did not think, that 
t was enough in the facts of the case 
just cen on his noble Friend 
| he th ght the is enough to show 
th 1 r with referenc to the ip- 
Pome | i \ fis in Ireland | been 
many years le ind uneertain: that 
req | idment, and that it was 
very d ib] ut that tice should 
set l na wis md ¢ tant basis. 
Che law « ht to be established in sucha 
vay that no lord- utenant dare to violate 
{ If { | re ngu ry were to be 
ni { » tl { of the law on th 
it Cyt such an | | should b« 
m happy oive | consent, and for 
{ purl ( ine that object he 
ld mov an amendment to leave out 
| th words | { nobl and learned 
Lord’s 1 ) after the word ** Ireland.” 
\ Ol Vell wd that if h 
| nd had not prop sed the amend- 
t \ 1 whi h d yt concluded, 
hould. [] ould not enter into the 
leval constitutional views of the ques 
I bu A imp ssible not to feel 
that tl was a great ditlerence between 
he pract and usages in Ireland and ina 
this country, with respect to the appoint- 
t of ritis. It was impossible, how- 
\ to | ve, that the same law existed 
on the subject in the two countries. The 
noble and learned Lord had given a very 
ingenious account oft tl matter, He had 


talked of the old practices lreland hav- 
as in Eneland until the 
6, when it was lost, and not re- 
Robert Peel became chief 
ecretary. Now he did not believe, that 
for this 
all the 


ae 


htest foundation 
it to be 


y x +] : 
toere was tne lio 


statement. He believed 


bnovie and 


learned Lord’s own fancy and 
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fiction. In fact there was not one of their | defi 
Lordships, more than fifty years of age, | the g 
who did not know that it was so. Was it | his nobl 


to be believed that such cases of ill calit 1 ont 


could have gone on with Mr. Saurin, o1 
Mr. Doherty, as attorney-ceneral It 
could not be supposed Lm os 


was utterly impossible that, if illegal, 

pi ictice of appointing sheriffs by 
Crown could have been persevered i 
Dublin, in the face of the whole | 

judges, in the face of the bar LH 

not further argue that lestion But 


1 . i 
tie inquiry were to 
1 1 
manner in which sheriffs wei 
Ireland, to that inquiry he had ) wt Ea 
jection, and WV uld, there Fe. id 


noble I‘riend’s amendment. He could 


however, agree with a noble and 

Lord, that il the ull 0 i scrTep CV Vi t 
found to exist on the sub ly 

law of Eneland dt law of th I, 
the sun should not be all | to set : 
fore it was removed. Such post hast 


rislation it appeared to hin 


desirable to avoid. ( 
ing an in put tion his nob I} i 
his conduct in this matter duri 5 


jour years 
concur in; for he believed his no 
had di nt nothing 


fectly justified But to the amendment. 


nakinge t e qu ya wen | ( 
quite prepared to 
Lord Bre ham hoped that no m 5 
less disposed to | lacty , 
S dIspo lt hasty | 
than himself; but he certainly 
, ’ 
no time oucht to be lost in a n til | 
the condition of the tw count 
' ; 
the two points In question \ cou I ; t 
allow the sun even to rise witl 
] ‘ . ! } | 
Ing against the monstrous doctrine that | | 


old acts of Parliament, becaus 

old, should 1 not Oo} rate equally in | land Sa 
mak in England ; merely because they had | year 
been differently construed in the two coun- 

tries. 
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| 
i i t ‘ | 1 
‘Y 
} 
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4 i 
| : 
Ss I i ih 
l i uf ii 
i 
factio to t Crovern nt and 


| s true that the 


Lord Lyndhurst had no objection to the ystem more than 
amendment All that he wanted was t rted from, and by more than one 
remedy the evil. wa st curious 

Lord Di noman th uc ht it W uld be ex- l d tm was 
tremely desirable to extend the inquiry to | laid vn by I P ted by 
England; for the law respecting the ap- veral lords-lieutenant day, 
po: ntment of sheriffs in England \ \ wa \ l tween 
ceedingly undefined and uncertain. | ul s-lieutenan id t judges as to 

Lord Brougha was sure that a mo-] t 5 or tl { iords-lieutee 
ment’s reflection pie show his noble] nant insisting that the judges should get 


and learned Friend that the extension of | their inf 
the inquiry which he recommended would | shevitts, 


while the Chief Baron contended 
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put that the 


2 : 
i ud, that it was with 
much re i cz to interpose any obsta- 
cle betweel the motion of the noble Lord 
nad its accent the Hou He said, 
hat he ros ith great regiet for the pur- 
p ( wosing t motion upon the 
gl noble Lord, |] 
part of the nob sord, because amone 
+] - } coast : ‘ 
those who, in the irliest stages of the 
ciscussion upon this important measure, 


which now stood for a third 
| 


induleed a warm and Cag 


that those who set at 


o 
_ 
a8 


his (Le 


[i use might be 


reading, had 
spe tation 
Bol 


able ul« 
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tinately to give their assent to the mi 
sure proposed by the Government. th 
was ho one hon. Member whos ho had 


been warmer than his own ; it no time 


could any hon. Member have been more 
reluctant than himself to take this cou 
of opposition with regard te nv. 
whether propose dl | y hel \i It sty present 
Government, or emanatin ‘om anv ot] ! 
quarter to which he ¢ | vive h 
scientious support. But the measu 


stood at pres it, Was ( whi h I I 
himself constrained to ( by 
a negative as the forms of t ar 


permit. Tie was qu 


adopting this course he might « ; 
elf to the imputati 
1 ‘a 1 . " 
lurkipg@ desire to prevent t Ley 
of those differenc s upon th } 
he °9 ’ ' 
had long divided the parti 


great empire was composed east. 
of some indifferet 
deration : 


so warmly desired, and r 


sO unanimous a feeling exi 
\ F fa 
hon. Members at both side: the 


But he was one of t 


commencement th, ( 

concurred in the view hich 

plained by his right hon, Friend near 
(Sir R. Peel), and he 

to alte r his « pil ion ( i on, t] 

he was, to reject or accep ire i 
its present shap R he 4 itured to ¢ 


ward to explain to the Hou 
and he deeply regretted the imnossib 
that he could not vote with the noble Lord 
on the present occasion. When his right 
hon. Friend had consented up 
conditions to give not only hi: 

his assistance and = co-o ati to hh 
Majesty’s Government upon this s 

the first and principal condition laid vn, 
was the plain proposition of a ten 
voting franchise, to be tested by 

Upon this subject he must take the libei 
of saying, that the understanding clearly 
was, that a property qualification should be 
adopted—that spe ies of q wulification o1 
behalf of which all but tl! 
universal suffrage were arrayed—the same 
species of qualification, 
serve, which had been adopted In 
framers of the Reform Bill, the authors 
of the present measure. It was then to 
be a bond fide property qualificati n. n 


deciding in his own mind on the necessity 


l 1aLV¢ 


of having a genuine qualification of thi 
aescription, as the condition oF conceding 


the municipal franchise, he had not at all | 


i) 


Le | 4 ‘ | them 

t ( i reate 

M more Tal 

\\ ) \ hntiemen 


i he now ad pted, 
e read third 
| | | ke rel es 
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with whom he had the honour to act 
peared to him, as the bill now stood, 
be of the greatest magnitude. A reduction 


ap 


in the amount of the franchise was pro- 
posed to the extent of fifty per cent. In 
any mercantile transaction this would be 


{COMMONS} 


| chise itself, 


considered a most formidable and almost 
insuperable obstacle. But this proposi- | 
tion of the noble Lord for the reduction of 
the qualification from 10/. to 5l. was not 


the only onein the course of the discussions 


upon this question from which he felt it | 


| thought 
| . ore 
| objections. He 


necessary to dissent. ‘* Give us the Scotch 
Bill,” said that hon. Member ; “ give us a 
10/1. qualification untested by rate.” THis 
objection to this proposition was, that 
he could never consent to leave the value | 
to the oath of the claimant. [ Tle ir. || 
The hon. Gentleman told them, that if they 
declined to give them the Seotch Bill, they 
insulted Ireland. The cheers of the hon. 
Gentleman proved, that he (Lord Egerton) 
had at least not overstated the hon. Gen- 
tleman’s argument. Now he positive ly 
disclaimed the remotest intention of offer- 
ing either insult or injury to Ireland. The 


hon. and learned Gentleman had very re- 
cently, in the debate upon the Factories 
Bill, got up in his place and stated, that 


the Factories Bill was dead letter in 
and elsewhere Scotland. He 
put it to him, whether it could have become 
so without 
perjury. 


Glasgow, ill 


falsification of certificates and 


Was not this substantially offer- 


lit would 


ing the same insult to Scotland ? And | 
how could the hon. Member with any de- | 
gree of consistency repeat the charge of | 
insult, when their only object was to get 
rid of a system which, as was in evidence 


had led similar 
Had any Scotch mem- 
ry to get rif for the 


before the house, 
amount of perjury ? 
ber thought it 
purpose of re pudiating that insult 
regard to the que stion ofa tes t, the: ‘re could 
“es no doubt, from the spirit in which the 


to a 


hecessa 


Scotch bill was framed, that had a poor 
law existed in Scotland the rating test 
would have been adopted. He had now 
stated the main point of the bill, but he 


felt bound to say, that there were others 
which rendered it equally impossible for 
him to pursue any other course than that 
which he propose d. He had said, that not 
one of the stipulations of his right 
Friend had been met by the smallest con- 
cession on the part of the noble Lord oppo- 
site. The most important stipulations, no 
doubt, regarded the amount of the franchise, 
but there were also others to which 
should advert. 


| Opposition) side of the House, 


hon. 


he | 
With regard to the frane | 
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he must say, that now, after so 
many discussions upon the subject, they 
found themselves in a worse situ: ition than 
they were at first. During one those 
discussions the noble lord had avowed him- 
self prepared to givea 10/. france hise, with- 


ot 


out the rating, he believed, first in seven, 
and afterwards in eleven, of the towns 
stated in the bill. But they had now an 
uniform 5/, franchise, notwithstanding 
the noble Lord's proposal. There was 


only in im- 
portance to the franchise, which had 
reference to the obligation 
upon the towns In the second schedule of 
receiving this bill, and being submitted to 
its operation. With regard to that compul 

sory enactment, which affected thirty-six 
towns, all of which, aught he knew, 
might be very anxious for this bill, he 
there were very serious and solid 
objected also to the man- 
ner in which the police powers were vested. 
It would appear, general principle, 
that thos powers should be to the 
town-council, but they might under this 
bill be vested entirely in the executive Go- 
vernment. Then, again, nothing could be 


stipulation, see ondary 
and 


another s 


compulsory 


for 


on the 


oiven 


more unreasonable or inconsistent than the 
watch clauses in this bill, to which his 
right hon. Vriend had objected. The 


other night, too, the noble Lord opposite, 
in answer to a question respecting the 
manner which the local taxation would 
he made, said, that it would be regulated 
upon the principle of the Irish act of the 
Oth of George 4th, implying thereby that 
tablished upon a craduated 
saniae to the presume d 
income of the party. in the thirty-six 
towns to which he alluded under this bill, 


1h 


scale, varying 


Now. 


| those who would be taxed at ls.in the pound 
Vith 
higher 


would be at the mercy of those who paid a 
rate. That auother point 
which hon. Members his side of the 
HTouse conceived to be open to very great 
objection. Now with regard to the subject 
itself, whether considered there or in the 
other House, it certainly had been stated, 
that the main condition on which that (the 
those 
acting on their principles, would assent to 
a settlement of this question was the pre- 
vious disposal of a bill immediately con- 
cerning the Irish church, The non-set- 
tlement of that question, he confessed, 
likewise placed him in a situation to with- 
hold his assent from the motion of the 
noble Lord. The Irish Tithe Bill was, he 


was 


on 


or 


believed, reada second time the other night 
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but it was read without the cognizance o 
the House, or, at least, 
it. In conclusion he could ons Say, 


f 
ofa freat portion of 


in opposing the third reading of this bill, | 
he still retained unimpaired the warmest 
stion brought 
He retained 


maypority of towns 


desire to see this great qu 
to an amicable adjustment. 
the wish to give to th 
in Ireland municipal 
was to say, provided that they 
t he untiiesitatn 


: } 
corporation >, that 


desire for them. bt 
said, that 
pulsory on those towns to pl ice themsel ve 


he did hot wish to make if Colle 


under thre eperatl n of this bill if they 

a } } } . “ 
were not so disposed. Under these circum- 
Impossible to do ot] 


stances, he felt it 
wise than he had already intimated. He 
should, therefore, move that this bill be 
read a third time that day three month 
Mr. Emerson Tennent in seconding the 
motion sald, he ve sretted that the course 
which had hit] ierto been taken upon this bill 
had only tended to 
which had existed at an earlier part of the 
session of coming to a final ttlement of 
this question. Whilst he regretted this, 
as tending to perpetuate one of those fer- 


‘eloud that prospec ee 


[ v 
| 


tile topics of agitation, and to prolong thie | 


animosities which had been kindled regard 
ing it, he could not, so far as the intrinsic 
merits of the question were involved, feel 
much concern at the prospect of its being 
postponed f or another year, or even for a 
longer period. He felt perf tly satisfied 
that tlie delay which had ects taken 


place upon it had been productive of th 


very best results ; its effects had most am- 
ply confirmed the repeated assertion 
made by himself and his friends, that the 
people of Ireland were utterly 1 
on the matter. It had given them time to 
investigate the proposition to inquire 
what those municipal institutions actually 
were, and how far they were suited to 
their wants: and he had no hesitation in 
saying that, the conclusion at which they 
had arrived was one, if not of hostility. at 
least of absolute indifference to their intro 
duction. If the contrary was assert d, 
where was the proof of it? Where wer 
the expressions of a different - 
Where were the petitions in favour of it? 
In former years, whilst the agitation was 
brisk and the question little understood, 
the table of the House had literally teemed 
with them; but this year, after three ses- 
sions’ discussion, there had not been pre- 
sented above seventy with about. $2,000 
signatures in all. It had been upon this 


ndifferent 


opinion 


conviction alone, upon the grounds of their | present ond Ile had likewise 


> a } 7 - 
ed Treland. ) 1050 
. at Sconireel 7 oy 
catious cost and absolute inutility, that 
1) ' 1 , . — . 
he h id all alone opposed the introduction 
+ 4 1 
of corporations into It Ha li pposi- 
; = ; "hae 
ion to t a) a iad ithe. ! hn from 
' : 
ret Us prejudices nor | t 1 apprehen-~ 
4 Y 1 
S101 is tot 1 neh Wi i d 
always hitherto been proposed 
; Tat; { 
gts ! ti elt} rn ] S operae- 
I 
tion F roper reo ‘ folt 
1 ad , 
beet if tj vould 
| dy endowed witl 
. 
ne * ) 
I D yiusure them pruaenc 
t il¢ ntelhicen 
Oo} t in cg clr powers 
+ 4 ] ~ 
} | ) l i} did 
y ’ ° 
, r \ npr +! + hec hodies 
; + ° } 
( ] s ( ? ther ad- 
1 t t it was 
t } iy { t y of the 
pe SSCS 1} |) | ( l thie 
; , 
res} Diiit powe! Oo Make those who 
held it n (>) . mser tive nd he 
had littie aGoubt, that i would Soon be 
: : ; ; : 
perceived in these mumeipal be lies, as in 


other similar constitutions, that those who 


d been liberal of promises to obtain au 
thority, would soon discover an unwilling 
ness, 2s well as an inabilit y, to goal ll the 
lengths their supporters had - cted 
from t ce m. His objections to the bill, as 
it now stood, wholly apart from all politi- 
ake from 
would pro- 


duc ¢ INevit ibly to the p iCe. the oood 


cal considerations, but arisip 


order, the comtoit, and prospe ritv of the 
i - 
towns of Treland, were sutheientiy strong 
to compel him to vote against its being 
read a third time. It was unnecessary to 
1 , 1 } } ~ "4 
say, that th it had now left the 
Committee, was. with referenes to the 


i 
vrounds on which Gentlemen on his side 
nted settlement 
ot thi qu stion. the most objectionabli 
which had yet been introduced It con 
tained every single provision which they 
had condemned 1k TOormer ye irs—it em- 
bodied no one suggestion from the plan 


proposed by the right hon. Baronet (Sir 
, 


Robert ee] : and in uldition to al this, 
the extent of the franchise (which was 
after all, the vital peinespie: of tl whole 
measure), so far from having been securely 
defined at au ascertained 1 ead of an un- 


ertain amount, had, in < seven great 
towns of Ireland, been reduced froma 10/. to 
It was impossible, under 


that those 


a J. qualification. 
these circumstances, to Imagine 
who had resisted the bill in former years, 
could possibly assent to the passing of the 


understood 
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from the noble Lord 


Russell) that the sy 


} 
| 


be an uniform poundage 


whilst the bill, as 1€ now 


1 1 ] 
the eraduated ale 


c, . | . o 
vote OF a Oo nousen 


Frvae } Pee 
ways torm the vast mayo 


value with that of the 


his taxation woul 


in comparison, ane 


the 5/. majority, to t 
of the wealthier port! 
theless to bear the 1 
taxable at their comm 
enter into a discus 


potnts and provisions 
were of a politica! 
i 
had been already 
1) ieee ee 


roughly adilatead upon, 
in assenting to any mt 


a, oe 
see a purely municipa 1 
: i 


lished in each town 
wished for it; and 1] 
eticiency and 


} . } 


infinitely diminished 


made in the bill as it 


as it did, upon the 


nected with the police and the e 
lary, the appointment of 
roners, and salaried magistrates, 
the other functions conne: 
ministration of justice. 


} 


to see a bill passed { 


would be transferred to mor 


authorities, and its pi 
- 
ha ) } rop ( DD 





\\ one | tion ot 
the rieht | Baron 

“i h he d nted, a 
puls ry ent ment 

1} poy ) 
uy 


eons ince H 
forced upon many t 
most unwill to a 
would be left neithe 
native, and amongst 


which he had the h 
the town of Belfast 


stood, would he Produe {j 


- 
traoradimmary Combs. 


simplicity 


} existing local 


i with the ad- 


He did hope vet 
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only in that town, but in otbers with 
which he was acquainted which were simi- 
larly situated. The House would remem- 
iy . that Belfast, like many of the othe: 
ereat towns in Ireland, though having a 
nominal corporation, had long since super 


seded it, and were now governed by local 





acts, under which efficient governing bo 
Pane 
lly elected, taxes levied, 


ties performed. Nov 


qdies were annua 


Il municipal du 


the present bill, whilst it established a 

new Corp tion in each of these towns, 
i 

did not prof to re je wl] those local aets or 


to abolish the system at present in opera- 


tion under them. The result of this would 


he, tha e should have in those towns two 
rural systems in active operation, two sets 

‘officers, one corporate at lone local, and 
two systems of government, and in some 


o but actually four or five 
of rating and leasing all 


same moment In the same 





» illustrate this, he would 

| Set ae 
ta I al case of Belfast. By 
ie bill, as it was now framed, they would 


lave a corporation actually forced upon 
lid not repeal the 


ie 40th and 56th 


Belfast but as they 
acts (ft 
George rd), they would actually le ave to 


lected, 


( 
] } 
I 


that corporation, when duly, re 
Si arcely one single function to perform. 
‘The new corporation would have nothing 
to do with the harbuur—that was already 
placed under commissioners by an act not 
to be repealed. They would have nothing 
ty do with the charitable funds and es‘ates 


|__that also was under a second act, which 


vas not to be altered. Phi paving, light. 
ing, and watering, were now performed by 

board popularly elected under a third act, 
which was not to be effected, and these du- 
ties again, unless with the wish of the com- 
missioners themselves, they were not to in 
terfere with; and the only solitary fuuetion 
left to them would be the watching of the 
town, which, by the bill, would be handed 
ver to them com] ulsorily. Thus, in the 
creat town of Belfast they ww uld have a 

1 elecd with vast 
trouble and expense, anda whole host of 


corporation chosen ani 


salaried officers for no other purpose than 
to manage a night watch, which was now 
eticiently eonducted by a board of com 
missioners, who gave their services eratis. 
But the confusion would not rest here. 
They would have in Belfast no less than 
three different systems and scales of rating 
and taxation. In the first place, for the 
clection of bureesses and otheers, they 


would have the ratine une r the poor-rate 
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sibly vote for ! 

It was in all th | 

as he believed it t 
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"tr. Dp. Fi 


which he intended 


perity of the towns ¢ 


have it understood t] 


the remotes 
other side 
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Government 


long delay 
portunity Of; 
To him it al 

Commons was 

purpose of diivit 
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little would uth 
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but 
less. 

Lord Elliot had thought the proposition 
of his right hon. —— Robert Peel) 
by eg a rated value higher than the 


Muni ipal Corporations 
be 


they would never content 


(sir 


real yalue of th qualilic ition, Was more 
than they professed to exact. He even 
thought that a lower qualification than 
had been proposed might have been 
adopted. Nor did he think, that the sé 
curity of the Protestant Church depended 


on the composition of municipal corpora- 


tions in Treland. But when he looked at 
the bill as it now stood, he found that the 

1 ert ie] aad Not ll any aegree m il- 
Government bad not in any degree medi 


fied their proposition. All parties agreed, that 
an alteration should be made 
municipal corporations ; 
that a 10/. bona fide 
fair and 

should meet, 


tn thesystem of 
I] parti . are d 
qualification was the 
point at which they 
and the only dithcuity was a: 
to the way in which it should be The 
Government did not think themselves justi- 
fied in declaring that the 5/. q lalification 
was advisable ; he had, efore, a rielit 
to expect that they would act on their own 
opinion. There Was considerable difliculty 
in obtaining accurate statistical 
tion on this subject with reference t 
land; but it was said, there was a differ- 
ence in the Irish towns of twenty-five per 
cent. between the rated hie real value. 
He drew from that fact, however, 
ent conclusion from what was drawn from 
it by hou. Gentlemen opposite. He had 
hop ed some modification would have been 
made by Government, so as to sé 
fide qualification, 
been done, he was driven to t! 
of voting 
bill. 
Viscount 
which 


a 
reas paar 


tested. 


Informa. 


a differ. 


cure 2 
hot hh 
e alternative 


this 


bona which, aving 


against the third reading of 
Morpeth had hoped, after the 
course this measure had taken in 
preceding discussions, and espeerally after 
what he flattered himself were overtures 
and approac hes to conciliation, 
right hon. Gentlemen 0} 
the third reading, th 
to encounter a motion for absolute and 
final defeat The question they 
now called on to determine was, whether 
they should ratify and confirm the opinion 
that Irishmen should be debarred from 
privileges of which Englishmen and 
Scotchmen were in the full a a 
or whether this question should be | 

queathed as an irritating legacy for future 
His noble friend (Lord John 
Russell) was willing to enter into any ad- 
justment; but the raising of 


tendered by 
that, 


tt have had 


posite, on 
y would ne 
its 
were 
w! 


SCSSIONS. 


‘COMMONS? 


with | 


to Tre- | 


| nexion 


the franchise | 
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was one of those points he could not yield. 


He was willing that the franchise should 
be the same in Ireland as in Scotland—a 
1O/. qualification free from the test of 


rating ; or as it was in England, simple 
to the relief of poor ; but then 
a would be impossible for the next two 
atter into effect in Tre- 
he was not prepared 
the Scotch pro- 
the 


the 


rotine 


ears t¢ O Carry the | 
ate At all 


away so 


events, 
much of 
. ; 

vyoula 


POoK1on as \ 


] rairce 
4 Pain 
} 


wualification to 
nelish as fixed 


the ag 


1,\/ 1 

10/., and so much of 
the test of rating so 
and oive t 


Kis 
as to combine 


rsa »the poorest country 


» highest franchise. Ministers did not 

] ? > | 
consider themselves irrevoe tbly bound 10 
he : qualification ; they declare: 1 them- 
selves a uly to listen to any fair and rea. 
sonab! SU Gat stion which would have the 


effect of ultimately securing the success of 


the bill; but althou ab abundant oppor- 
tunities had been given, no such proposi 


tion had been made. ‘There was no approach 


to an arrangement on the other side, and 
they, therefore, did not think themselves 


warranted in departing from the 5/. fran- 
chise, which tested ae a rating would, he 
really believed, come up to a bond fide 101. 
qualification. In reply to the observation 
from the noble Lord who opened the de- 
bate, he must observe, that ‘since his con- 
with Ireland, he had been unable 
to trace any unwillineness in the inhabit- 
ants of the Tow that country to be 
d with this franchise An hon. 
Gentleman opp had that the 
town of Belfast would have been brought 


eitast 
under the compulsory 
| 


ns of 
encumbere 
site aa. 


Ope ration of this 


bill, and that the inhabitants preferred 
their present system of local government. 
Without entering into any examination of 
the accuracy of that assertion, he would 


that, even if such were the 


there 0 ot! 


of Ireland which would have a 


1 
‘rely ohserve, 
er town in the whole 
ny objection 


municipal government formed 


case. Vas li 
to receive a 
the 

tions now 
Scotland. 

TTouse was, 
placing the municipal corporations of Ire- 
land under 
control 


same principles as the corpora- 
England and in 
The question then before the 
whether it would pass an act, 


upon maa : 
existing mn 


the same principle of popular 
to which the municipal corpora- 
tions of England and Scotland were 
subject, or whether it would 
this bill to another and leave to 
this House the pleasant legacy of renew- 
ing once more these acrimonious and irri- 
tating He hoped that hon. 
Gentlemen, expectations of Tre- 


how 
hand over 


session, 


discussions. 
after the 
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land had been So raised, and alter the | Before hie ( ¢ that 
people of the three countries had begun | obsers he 
to think, that we were at last coming to} hoped that » to 
the end of these vexatious and anery dis- | vindicate +] 
cussions —he hoped, he said, that hon. | par prop i! dy 
Gentlemen would not Jet them hear. that f th tent id i] r 
the House of Commons was prepared to | idm 1 which 7 
retrace its steps, and to come back to a{ noble J | 
vote which would place a brand of 1) | t he 1 
equality on the sister country of reland ] ( tl 

No, he hoped, that they would pur 

more manly, a more generous, and a more | agai { rea I. con- 
conciliating policy. They « d take no | si 

course which would tend so much to m | pursu h the p he had 


the union between the two countr 
union of feeling, of heart, and of under- | whi held t to ty 
standing, and not a mere union of form, of f wl 
parchment, and of statutes ] ! fel i 

Sir Robert Peel was induced to ri t | asset mal ( isly 
that period of the debate—which, under | op; 1 to the | Was th ble Lord 
the present feelings of the House, he uld | ry. tt } 


not call an early period of the debate—| suing? If 1 noble Lord : prised, 
partly on account of its apparent unwilling- | he ought not at any e t for thi 
ness to enter into any protracted discussion | terms which | had proposed C- 


on matters which had been so lone and so | cording to 1 oble Lord 
frequently discussed, and partly owing to | sible, and yet 
his wish to avoid adding to the irritation | accepted. To h rms the 
already existing by refraining from all | h once more repeated 
topics by which irritation might be ex-| and yet, strange to iv, the bill then be 
cited, and which he hoped would be | the House did 
eschewed as much as possible during the | those terms. \ 
remainder of this debate. He had already | he felt for the Ilouse of Commons as an 
obtained this admission from the noble | independ branch of t] Leg 
Lord opposite, that he (Sir Robert Peel uucht he to entertain the expect 1 that 
had made proposals for the adjustment of | the mod ons which ] ished to in. 
Ul i 
which parties in Lreland were much divided, 
and respecting which, the House of Com-|he to } this bill in the hope tl its 
mons and the House of Lord had taken | ebjectional part ld | mended 


} 


different views during the last three ses- | elsewhere No; the cours hich he 


this much-litigated question, resp ting treau Ita ih maa in 


sions—he had already, he repeated, ob- | sh ita! to con t! Dili On if 
tained an admission from the noble Lord | abstract me int 

: ] ] ? : ] 4 ‘ } ] ] 
opposite that he had made pi posals for that it ought n to pass into law, | 
the adjustment of it, which, except in one | not re it hims | 
respect, were not inadmissible. Ie had| here, in the hope of having its objce- 


proposed terms on which he thought there | tionable pai 1 1 ¢ vhere. If, in 





was a reasonable prospect of adjustment. | the gener nactmn of the | 
Every one of them had been accepted, | concurred, an L only d 
save one, and that related to the amount | supporters of it on matte f detail, he 
of the franchise. That admission of the | might have been justified in pursuing a 
noble Lord he considered to be a de-| different cours But the question which 
cisive proof of the spirit in which his | he felt bound to ask himself was, ‘* Am J] 


offer had been made. Would any man |} ready to accept this bill as it now stands 
last year have believed, that it would be | as settlement of tl much-di puted 


possible this year to have offered terms of | question?” And it w ecause he was 
arrangement on this question—terms which | compelled to answer that question in the 
Ministers had no reluctance to accept, and | negative, that he must, from respect t P 
to which no valid objection could be made, | House, and also from respect to himself, 
save as to the amount of the franchise. | now give his vote against the third reading 
[ Tronical cheers from Mr, O'Connell of this bill He might have opposed the 

VOL. XLII. {gin »M 
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third reading of this bill upon 
grounds. After the declaration which the 
noble Lord had made on a former evening 
intended to take 


upon the course he 
sIness, he 


bringing forw: vip the public bu 


had had a rig! to expect, that the third 
reading of i; bill would not have been 


proposed until the course which the House 
intended to adopt on the second reading of 
the Irish Tithe Bil The noble 
Lord ha dalr ed the stave of 


was known. 


ae 
ady aqaypourn 


of those bills, in order that a discussion on 
the other mieht precede it. The Hou 

had not as yet gone into Committee on tl] 

Tithe Bill. It was already threatened witl 
a discussion on thi appro} priation clause 
It did know what decision a majorit 

might come to either upon that clause o1 
upon the principle of the Tithe Bill itself, 
and vet the noble Lord propos d to t ike 
the third reading of this bill before he 
proposed to enter into the Committe 
on the Tithe Bill Phat was a depar- 
ture from the course which the noble 
Lord had promised to take. Even if he 


had approved of the provisions of the [ri 
Municipal Reform Bill, he ( 
asked for the delay a fortni before 
proceeding to the passing it, to 
make himself more fully acquainted with 
the provisions of the Tithe Bill, Yet that 


4 ] ] 
ment te 


rhit 


iD 


of 


of order 


course he could not prevail upon himself 


to take; for it would imply, ihat, if the 
decision on the Tithe Bill was satisfactory 
to him, he would be prepared to support 
the Mun ~ il Reform Bull. 


Iti SO GOIng 


he would | ye raising an expe ctation, that 
his opposition to the Municipal Reform 
Bill was only transient and temporary 
opposition. Now, such an expectation, 

neh it migtlit be calculated =, hh 
Some fleeti cr popularity . he would ot 
countenance for a single moment ; becaus 
it must ultimately prove to be delusive ; 
and such being his determination, he would 
now proceed to state the grounds on which 
he objected to the present motion. \ fe 
the admission which he had already ob- 
tained from the noble Lord, it was not 
necessary for him to enter into more than 


afew details of bill 
to settle this question, he 
would not 
assume at 
towns of 
by means of 
be in conformity 
their inhabitants 


In attempting 
thought that it 

be satisfactory if he did not 
once with regard to the great 
Ireland, that their ronment 
municipal corporations woul! 
to the general 


And yet an 


SOVC 


Wishes 
hon. 


his. epresenting the large and opulent 
town oat be lfast, and speaking the sense of 


ol 


in | 


{COMMONS} 
other | many 
| could 
| much 


ih ud : 


Friend | a 


| 
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of his constituents, that he 
not assent to that proposition, inas- 


said, 


his constituents would 
their present local 
placed under that 
din lieu of it. He had 

ection ; but he had 
that he could not 


as most of 


remain 


rnment than be 


. +} 

rather under 

( rOvE 
] 

which 


been aware 





make an exception in favour of Belfast, 
u oe st be subject to the general rule. 
Wy res} ct to ! th i tow of Ire- 
] t! iobl ] lL opposite ] | ad- 
Pi 
m l, that he « | dit to | ho 
to them et th lecide whethe1 
they uld have municipal corporations ¢ 
had ted tinct!y to th 
I i that in I] v1 the tow! 
refused ha mul | corporation 
} ; ve tl ( tion opert 
man 1 by local commi ers clected 
b pope r body e believed, that th 
} 1. ind le ! | \ I Dul i | dl 
public ly N ] acvea th is to hi 
proposals of al part f the bill, except- 
ing the franchise, | LW othineg to which 
ild reasonably object. [Mr. O'Con- 
dissented ] Then, he had misun- 
derstood the hon. and learned Gentleman ; 
but, at any rate, the noble Lord had asked 


Why did you not attempt to amend the 
bill in Committee: To that question 
he would reply by stating, that he had 
attempted to ame ond it there. He had 


made a proposition against the 5/. fran- 
chise He found that the bill contained a 
10/. franchise for seven large towns, and a 
5/. franchise for the remaining towns. He 
told the House tl if so fi r as the Parlia 
mentary franchis Vi concerned, unt 
formity of franchise was the rule in all th 
three countric nd ti it \ the rul 
in Eneland nd in otland so fat Ss TCs 

ted to the mu ICIp l franchise He had 
pr pr a t} { thr hie rul he uld h ap 
plied to Ireland That was no insult, he 
supposed, Ireland, for the noble Lord 


ted the sition. lTe 
) the principle rating. 
insult, he supposed, to lre- 
noble Lord had adopted that 
he the 

rating were 
or both proj 
opted - the noble Lord. 


’ r 
had nin 1S¢ lf a lop prop 


0 proposed of 
a hat was no 
land, th 

proposition al Oo. 

‘ . 

franchise and the 
then no insult to Ireland 


for 
uniformity of 
‘stands wre i 
OSI 


tions had been ad 


The insult to Ireland, then, consisted in 
attempting to fix the amount of the fran- 
chise. He had been defeated in his first 
ittempt to negative the franchise. Tle 
chonwhe that a deduction of 50 per cent. 
from the original proposal was a most 
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& 


enormous and unjustifiable reduction. The | aud in Scotland, and he found, that they 
sense of the House was taken upon it, and | had adopted the same Parliamentary fran- 


the House resolved that the Jt. franchise | chise for Ireland also. In the Kieform 
should be insisted on. Ele determined not | Act for Treland, there were words intro« 


to act upon a feeling of temporary pique, | duced, which were not to be found in the 


and, therefore, after some ti ne had « lapsed, Reforn Acts for Enel incl and Sc t] ind. 
he repeated his proposition that !0/. should | The obj t of these additional word was, 
be the amount of the franchise, and not 5/. | to make the intention of the Legislature 
The House again repeated its former re- | still more clear and intellizible. The 
solution. Fiuding, that the sense of tl Legislature required, that, for the Parlia- 
House was thus decide ily against him, | menta franchise in Ireland, the hous 
did ot propose ans alteration in the | occupied by the voter, should be bond Ad 
details of the bill: for he felt, that n tay le on less than 10/.; it also re- 
such alteration could reconcile him to the | quired that the occupation should be for 
principle of the bill, aud that he should |six months before the registration, and 
only be practising a delusion if he pro- | that. tl wcupant should have paid all 
posed amendments on minute details, | taxes, rates, and grand jury cesses im- 
which would not obviate his objections to | posed upon it. He had been taunted with 
the bill itself. Another reason why he | introducing the words Lond fide but those 
had not proposed amendments on the de- | words were not his: th y were the words 
tails of the bill was, that if he had pro-jof their own act of Parliament Chey 
posed them, and if the House, after a} made no difference as to intention. He 
formal division, had rejected them, that | loo to the Scotch Act which determined 


would have been an objection, but not, | the Parliamentary and the municipal fran 
he confessed, an insuperable objection, to | chise, and he found, that it had been agreed, 
the adoption of them, subsequently by | that, both for the municipal and Parlia- 
the House, in case they were proposed | mentary franchise, the same principle was 
and carried elsewhere. His conduct, | adopted, that the voter should occupy a 
therefore, in abstaining from proposing in | house of the clear yearly value of 10/., pay- 
that House, any amendments on the de- | ing the ratesand charges properly falling on 
tails of the bill, was perfectly reconcileable | him: and it was not left to the opinion 
with a desire of bringing this disputed | and oath of the party, but there was a 
question, to an amicable settlement. He | power given to the revising barristers of 
had now answered every objection, which | ascertaining the fact. The noble Lord said, 
had been offered, to the conduct which he | that a 5/. franchise, tested by a rate, was 
had pursued, except those which related | equal to a loose and unsatisfactory fran- 
to the amount of the franchise: and on | chise of 10/., that showed, that when a 
that subject, he wished to place his views 10/. franchise was asked it was not meant ; 
distinctly on record. In establishing mu- | but when a loose and unsatisfactory fran- 
nicipal corporations, it became necessary | chise if 10/7. was talked of, he said, that 
to establish as a condition precedent, a | when it was adopted for England, a bond 
certain amount of franchise. You take | 4% 10/. was meant, and he said, that in 
the possession of a house, of the yearly England we had it. In England the 
value of 10/7. as the amount of the fran- | qualification in respect to which a person 
chise. He conceived, that the franchise right to vote was, clear yearly value 
meant this—that you required that the |of 10/., and that the revising barristers, 
house or tenement, which entitled the pos- | in deciding what a 10/. value meant, acted 
sessor to the elective franchise, should be | under Mr. Poulet Scrope’s Act, in order 
worth 10/. a-year to a solvent tenant, the | to ascertain whether it was a bon fide 
tenant paying all rates and charges upon | franchise. He had made inquiry of a 
it; in other words, you require that the | revising barrister, of some authority, in 
occupying tenant should pay all rates and | order to learn upon what principle they 
charges upon his house or tenement ; and | decid: d. When he had been told, that he 
that, after he has paid them, he shall oc- | was insulting Ireland, when he required 
cupy his house or tenement, for a certain | the poor-law rate for a test, he said, that 
definite time prescribed by the Act of in [ngland we appealed to the poor-law 
Parliament, and that his house. after he has | assessment. It was required in England, 
paid all rates and charges upon it, shall be that a voter should be rated at 10/., but 
worth to him the sum of 10/. ‘That was |the revising barristers were entitled to 
the Parliamentary franchise in Eneland eall before them colleetors of faxes, and 
2M 2 
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overseers of the poor, in order to test | ing barrister, the gentleman whom he had 


the oath and opinion of the English voter. 
We did say to the English voter, ‘ Your 
oath and opinion shall not be binding on 
us: the revising barrister shall have an- 
other test—the rate-book of the collector.” 
He would now state the answer which he 
had got from a revising barrister. That 
gentleman stated, that he had ceased to 
act as 2 revising barrister for two or three 
vears, but he knew that, the general! 
almost universal practice [ Luterruy if 
«T am showing,” said the right hon, 
Baronet, “ that I insulting Tre- 
land by requiring a bona fide franchise ; 
and I am attempting to show, that in 
Eneland, the noble Lord was wrong in 
) fide franchise 


am not 


supposing, that a 3/, bond | 
was equal to a loose and unsatisfactory 
10/. franchise, if he supposesit is so in 
England. The barrister liad 
stated — 


revising 


“The general, I may say the almost univers 
sal, practice has been to ascertain the value in 
the way the valut 
tained in rating to the relief of the poor; 2. 
by ascertaining the value intimated by a sup- 
posed rental, if the premises were let from 
year to year, the tenant being subject to the 
charges, rates, and taxes, which by the law are 
payable by him in respect of his occupation. 
"The actual rental is no criterion of the value 
where, by agreement between the parties, the 
landlord takes upon himself the payment of 
i fall upon the 


same annual is ascer- 


as 


rates, charges, and taxes, whicl 
tenant, where the tenant subjects himself, 
by special agreement, to burdens, repairs, or 
other outlay, greate which the law, 
without such special agreement imposes 
him. In the former case the rent exceeds, 1 
the latter it falls short of, the real vali 


or 


than thos« 


” 
iC. 


It had been intimated to him, that he 
had mistaken the meaning of a 10/. fran- 


chise ; that it was not the meaning of a 


10/. franchise that it should be the value of 


the house after payment of rates falling on 
the tenant, but that it was the test of the 
capacity of the tenant to pay 10/1, and 
that he (Sir Robert Peel) ought to add, to 
what the landlord takes, the rates the 
tenant is liable to pay. If the landlord 
takes 5/. and the tenant has to pay 5/,, it 
was said that isa 10/. franchise. ‘This he 
denied. He contended that it meant 
where the house was worth 10/. to let, the 
occupying tenant paying all the rates and 
charges to which he was liable by law. 
That rule was the universal rule in Great 
Britain, and that was the principle he con- 
tended for. Hearing this opinion of his 
dla 


this had been rejected. 
| was, is the test a good one 


} 





| franchise was meant, say so; 


| before quoted, and he had received this 


additional information. He stated, ‘ I 
have again inquired anxiously as to the 
practice amongst English revising bar 
risters. I have consulted many gentlemen 
of different ‘They all declare 
that they act upon this principle, that if 
tlie house, &c., is worth 10/. a year to let 
to a tenant who is liable to pay the tenant’s 


usual charges, 27. e. 


circuits. 


taxes, and his 


common law repairs (which last is, how 


rates, 


ever, In practice disreg irded, as being too 
minute a matter to be considered), they 
consider the property of suthcient value ; 
otherwise not.” Then what were the 
proposals he (Sir Robert Peel) had made ? 
Vhat the franchise should be umform, this 
had been assented to: that the test should 
be by rating, this had been assented to ; 
and that the franchise should be a 10/. 
qualification, to be determined by rating, 

The “question 
? If it raised the 
Ht ia Se, 
\ if an 8/. Say 
so; or if a 10/. say it; but do not talk of 
a loose and unsatisfactory one. 


test above 10/. it 1s a bad one. 


No man 


could get up and say, that a 10/. franchise 
ought to be Jess than a bond fide one. 


What he had said from the first was, that 
the 10/. should be a bond fide value; he 
did not want, he never meant, to raise it 
in Ireland to 12/, or 20/. ‘* If you tell 
me,” said the right hon. Baronet, that the 
franchise is too high for Ireland, I can un- 
derstand you; if you tell me that Ireland 
is a poor country, and, it ought, therefore, 
to have a lower franchise, | do not admit 
the argument, but I can understand it. | 
deny, that, after the passing of the Reform 
Act, the franchise in Ireland ought to be 
lower than in England.” The only ques- 
tion would be as to the landlord’s repairs. 
In Ireland, the tenants bore the charge of 
repairs—in England, the landlord; but 
there were various charges in England 
from which the tenants were exempt in 
Ireland. Uponthe new Poor Law Bill, in 
Ireland the tenants would bear half the 
charges aud the landlord the other; but 
the sole point on which there was a differ- 
ence of opinion, was the different practice 
in England and in Ireland with respect to 
landlord’s repairs and insurance. He be- 
lieved, generally speaking, where there 


|was a holding from year to year, the 


' tenant bore the charges; in some cases, he 


| feared, they were borne by neither. 
nied, he had again referred to the revis- | repeated, that, after the fullest considera- 


He 
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tion, he 
thing less than what he had de zn at 
the outset, le holding of 10/, 

it was considered in England, namely, not 
left to the opinion of the party, 
tained by rating; and he now declared he 


a honda 


but ascer- 


did not believe, looking to the principle of of 


the Parliamentary franchise, that it was an 
unreasonable proposal on his part, o 
that the Hlouse would reject cither the 
amount of the franchise or the test he pro- 
posed. He was amongst those who wer 
most anxious to see this question settled, 
and he was sorry that an attempt- should 
have been made to disappoint this object 


by calling in other topics ca 
upon the passions. He had 
he had offered an insult to the p 
Ireland. He had thought, that he 


argue against a system on the ground tl 
pe ryury, 


] 
been told, 


} 
opie of 
i 


it led to the commission of 


{Jes 


could not consent to ace pt any | po if 


| 
| 


Iculated to act 


Ah (lreland 1066 


“Itis ext 
ol and criminal 
his They have civil jurisdiction 
Ca Ihe 7 Courts of Cons clene that set at de- 
ition I 


» towns rem complained 


: : 
aa erigent matters, 


Was 


LUIS 


wer, 


fiance, 


certainly, every 1 con. 

| science.” They are considered as the 
worst receptacles of perjury. We had a 
right argue from the result of experi- 
ence, and it w s only those who felt thei 
reuments to be intrinsically we ik who 
vould ] } urse to st h ‘a -ucgvestion 
54 ult v1 intended. Ele had en- 
deavoured toa tain what was the num- 
er hou in Dublin. He found 
that the total number of houses in Dublin 
\\ 17 ,of which 14,103 were above 
the value of 10/ lle had no doubt they 
vould be considet reduced by rating, 


micht | 


with- | 


out insulting the people of Ireland, and hi 

had supposed so from the sie ctice of the | 
lion. and soanned Member for Dublin, who | 
had found fault with a system because it | 
encouraged perjury. W hat said the hon. | 
and learned Member in his evidence befor 
the Committee on the 40s. freeholders in | 


1835? Did he not say, that the system t 
which he referred there, urage- 
ment to perjury, and might not he use th 
argument? ‘The hon. and learned 
Member was asked :—*‘* Are you of opinion 
any ld be apy 
which are unde aed to have arisen 
the system of 
It is dithcult for me 
tion. The system of 
land is essehtially different from 


enc 


grave 


saine 


corrective co pie “d to the evils 
from 
freeholds in Ireland ?— 
toa 


LOs. 


LOs. 
nswer that 


1 ‘ 
+ ' 
Meenotas ih 


that which 


is in England. “There are some 40s. free- 
holders who have fe ataapre cetal und 
with these I suppose nobody would me dd le 

Then, with re spect to those who have de- 
rivative interest, there is an immense deal 
of perjury,” this was the answer of thi 
hon. and learned Gentleman, ‘‘ from accu- 


mulation of oaths, and they ar¢ part of the 
live stock of an estate.” “‘ Do you think 
you will avoid the evil of perjury by rai 
ing it to 10/.2—Yes, Se 4 man who 





S= | 


h; ad a 10/. freehold woul ld be known among } 


his neighbours. He would have a characte 
to preserve, and Ido not think there would 
be nearly the temptation perjury there 
rarned 


now was.” Did the hon. and Ik 
Gentleman think he was insulting the | 
country by this? Then again: the hon. 


ask« a 


and learned Gentleman was \re 
you acquainted with the administration 


of justice by the magistrates of cor=| test. 





but he eould { help issuming that a 107. 
f} hy would give a1 spectable consti. 
tu vhen he found, that out of 17000 
hou | 4 ) were valued at 10/7 Bu® 
the bill took 5 nstead of 10/7.: and the 
ques r him to determine bet | 

i 

ther he prefer: d this bill being re 

once, or sent to the House of L 

time being given for the further « a 
tion of it, he said, he would rat that it 
should be rejected at once than that it 
shoul | pass into a law. Ee re Ln d, ul« 
ul ited by anything whi had passed, 
sincere desire that this question should * 


brought to a final, and he should be happy 





if it could at the same time be brought to 
in amicable and satisfactory adjustment. 
He should reere f th irse he now pros« 
po d y take should prevel that idjust- 
n but if he v vhether ] 
ment Du uh el iskhet whetber he 
pret ed th lt I itive O} iV De his cone 
< hy Lh or ot p STpol L Set le 
* ’ " ] } 
ment ofr fl questiol lie st uld | ready 
to take the consequences of postponing a 
. A . e I — 
settlement rather than give his consent to 
a bill which he could not in His ¢ isclence 
approve of. 
5 a 
Che Chan of ] obset 
hat he willing V ‘cept a state. 
ment ot hi rivht hon. Baronet, and 
vould endeavour to see whether the prin 
| ciples which he had laid down would jus- 
tify the vote which the right hon. Baree 
net had st ted his intention of cling 
. ] “ts 4 
I} right ho. Baronet s id, that if the 
: , ae ' 
test which he proposed would have the 
effect of raising the bo: fide value 1t was 
a had test—and ke we uld no prove by 
facts, the truth of which was very gener- 
ally avowed, that the test which the right 


Gentleman 
Even according 


hon. proposed Was not just 


to right hon, 
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Jaronet’s own principles the city with 
which he (the Chancellor of the Exchequer) 
had been for many years politically con- 


nected, namely, the city of Limerick, con- 
- 


tained a greater number of houses of that 


description, which might be termed the 
better class, than most of the other towns 
of Ireland. Now, he was as ready and as 


anxious as the noble Lord or the right hon. | 


¢ 


Baronet, or as any of the hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, to put an end to Ay perjury that 
might exist on this subject, and he en- 
treated them to give him their attention 
whilst he stated the facts of the case as 
concerned the city he had alluded to. In 
that city there was a valuation of the 
houses in the district he referred to, and 
that valuation he held in his hand. The 
paper contained two columns, and showed 
a comparison between the rated value in the 
parochial books, and the bond five rent 
paid by the lessee, The first of these 
houses, it appeared from this paper, was 
rented at 100/. a-year, and rated at no 
more than 80/7. The next at 95/.a year, 
and rated at 75/.; the next at GO/. a-year, 
and rated at 402. ; others at 65/. a-year, ra- 
ted at 40/.: and several at 552, and 501, 
and rated at 35/., whilst of the houses 
rented at a lower rate the inequality was 
still greater. Let hon. Gentlemen opposite 
consider this when they asked for a fran- 
chise of 10/. bond fide value. He did not 
tax his opponents with disingenuousness, 
but he considered them to be under a mis- 
apprehension and misinformed, for he was 
convinced that a 10/. franchise, coupled 
with a rating, would disfranchise a large 
number of the best voters in Ireland— vo- 
ters equal to the best that either England or 
Scotland could produce. 
error with regard to what he had shown 


with reference tothe city of Limerick, he | 


believed that a similar inquiry into the cir- 


cumstances of the renting and rating of 


houses in Dublin, Cork, Waterford, and 
other places would lead to the same result. 
But the right hon. Baronet said, he wished 
to have an uniformity of franchise, and 
quarrelled with hon. Gentlemen opposed 
to him on that point, maintaining, that 
they had not given it in this bill. But the 
bill, as it now stood, established uniform- 
ity with the raising of the franchise 
in the smaller towns. The right hon. 


Gentleman had given a satisfactory 
reason for not having proposed other 
amendments to this bill, and he con- 
sidered that the right hon. Gentleman had 
taken a prudent course in not doing s0, 
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| although, perhaps, there were some of his 
}amendments on which the Government 
might have been inclined to have acted. 
i He could not bring himself entirely to 
despair of the amicable adjustment of this 
| question. When he considered how many 
gentlemen on both sides of the house ap- 
peared anxious for such a result, and that, 
taking both sides of the House together, 
there had been so generous, and, he might 
ay, bold and courageous a disposition ex 
hibited to have it settled, he could not 
think it would all end in nothing, and be 
‘of no avail. Let hon. Gentlemen think of 
the consequences of throwing out this bill. 
The points of difference on this subject 
would never again be so few as at that mo- 
ment, or lie in so Darrow a compass as they 
then did; and on these grounds he for 
one would not yet despair that the present 
session would close without giving an 
amicable adjustment of the questions of 
corporations and tithes, which, if not final, 
would at least give Ireland a better chance 
of tranquillity, remove the hostile collision 
into which the two departments of the 
Legislature had been thrown, and put an 
ead to those heartburnings and differences 
which had harassed their past delibera- 
| tions. 

Mr. Shaw could not think, that the case 
of Limerick, quoted by the right hon, Gen- 
'tleman, in any degree sustained the right 
hon. Gentleman’s argument, for rating 
might be good as a general test, although 


in some particular instances, the rating 
| itself might be defective. Such seemed to 
| be the case in Limerick, and such had been 
| the case in the city of Dublintantecedent 
| to the recent valuation. But if the rating 
| were correct, and uniform, it would afford 
as correct a test as could well be found; 
| but if the argument of the right hon. Gen 
| tleman was good for anything, it went too 
| far for his own purpose; for the bill as 
amended by the Government took rating 
las its test of value, and brought the ques- 
tion between them to this—was the fran- 


chise to be a 10/. one, or a 5/. one? Now, 
lhe and those with whom he acted, only 
contended for a bond fide 10/. franchise, 
‘and if they could be shown to be in any 
particular error in estimating it, they were 
ready to correct the error; but, on the 
other hand, the Government, who had 
themselves first offered a 10/. franchise, 
admitted, that the present system of fraud, 
and fiction, and perjury which existed in 
Ireland in reference to the Parliamentary 
franchise should be put an end to, They 
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also allowed, that ratine was the true test | kn n, that im mar part t thie ntry 
of value, but then they turned roune nd house, of the ful rly 2 
said, instead of a 10/., we will only give! \ rated under thi tatute | heth 
vou a5/. franchise. [lis Friend, when they | at 3/.. but that f thi ld 


said 10/., meant, that the franchise should | exi under the ratine as } thy 


be no more than 10/. Could the Govern i oor- bill for lreland WI d 


ment assert, that when they id D/., they | the Opy ti ie the TH ted 
meant that it should be no less than 1O/, the f voarl He of I 
for really the qu stion w Wuply or ds 1 familiarly und tood in every 
cood faith, He « mplained { au re i Darristel ( t in thus ¢ untry 
credit was not given, but. on the trary, \ } e] het n th ray 
ereat iInjustic was d tor mot Eenelane dt 10/7. fi 
and conduct « th se VW yhad alt a 1) iF t i t! pr pie ol 
large con ions with resp } his " 

« i 
tion It had been very difiie ) i | " 
come, in thr mind t l vil 
th CX) ting ratio ( | ( i t t thi { we} S 
prepossessions, and formes ejudices, if I under tl a tenant 
their feelings were so to be termed ; andit | pa :. wel ok: ae 
was too much to expect, t] thr di- | repan l iusurat d not iti 
tions Wpon wh hi t} ( tas had i to the mupicmp " 

i - i 
ly nh concurred i ( ; t] ni le} t ) zit ad th) 
irom At thre ume ft } ! I \ 1 i} it ) th 
bou dl a d ready to t  % if If surrep 
: t 

the letter, but the spin t! rms t tit t on t r e (M1 
which he had assen | rtion, and ma 
Tithe Bill was unsettled, a ranchise in | tain that y were merely following 
that bill, and many other of its provisi out ft very Is of th clause 
objec ionable, he nes a leh ¢ ! e I ; bill wl I ted to t jua- 
third readin bhiat tt \ ft | ’ Lord 
then adju ted, wus tl fa! ) | Cs0- { 1 ! 1 cl. that I ul lifi- 
vernment, who had 1 led from their own | ¢ lermy ld be tl upa- 
proposition, nd upon them wo t F] t f vi yy lune of 
entire r sponsibility. l had ul t] clause that 

Mr. Slaney was undet 1 to ! ! lt nou 
if hon. Members would only consider t Sapp to the larger amount of 


true question, without being influenced | rut 1 y mad difference of fifty 


a desire to ¢ in a party tri im pl Aaa | i I to the ! ley valu () 
a i i 
: 1) ee. 4 ' » : , 
would see that there VW Ss realy very il{ t i! | concurred tm the views 
a Ps ++] r +] } 1. ¢] } f al) 
difference between eithe pal ° ) Lord, the Membe1 | out 


Mr. W. M. Praed said, that the ques- | Lancashire, 
tion for the House to decide was, whether | lhe tlo divided 
he 45/7. rating which was now proposed by | question \ye 109; Noes J \ 
he Government, carried it a full fh} 107 
] aes tt apenynkeul 


uue, aS OrTigi 


yearly vi 
them, The noble Lord, the Seer for | . 
Ireland, had said, that with this test a | 

franchise would come very nearly, or quite 

up toa 102. yearly rent. But he should 

like to know, where th ble Lord got] 4 
evidence to support that tion. The | B 

right hon. Gentleman, the Chancellor of | A 4 '. 
the Exchequer, appeared to concur in the] 4 : 
views of the noble Lord, the Secretary for | ! 
Ireland, and has cited the state of the 
rating for the city of Limerick; but he “ oe : B 





} ba ( ie 
(Mr. Praed) must contend, that if r: lp eB C3 
did not represent the full yearly value, at \I 


there it was not a bad test of yearly va ves, I 
but it was a bad rating, It was well Blackett, C Bustield, W 


o 
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Surrey, url of \lsa | pt. 


Bill passed. 
Suear Durixs The ¢ or of the 
i : : 
Ka f having moved the ¢ r of t 
Day for going into Committ nthe Sucar 


Duties bill, 
Mr. ¢ ay: Ih ve To ] quest tl »atten- 


{COMMONS} 


Q 


| 
' 
} 





tion of the Heuse to a brief explanation of | 


the object of the motion I am about to 
submit for its adoption. That motion i 
a follows ie That it b an instruction to 


the Committee, to make provision | per 


mnitting bri ish } ntation uevar 

1 ! ye ° 
taken ou i ot ie f purp r 4 
fining, on approved urity bein? given 
for the pay t S 1 | 

i 
be successft t] " t my in 
tention to pr : Co tte I 
i. drawback of cwt. be paid o1 ( 
exportation of every description of refined 
4 1 ] ‘o. ! 

sugar, and on the treacle produced in 

‘e} i 
process ol renning Lhe oblect of t} 
two motions to get rid of the concealed 


of refined sugar, an \ 
effectually got rid of by the mode IT pro- 





pose. I am quite aware that the question 
I raise by these mot t of a! 

to attract the attention of this House,—it 
is a question, nevertheless, of no mean im- 
portance, for not only does the concealed 


bounty, to which | have referred, cause a 


considerable annual | to the revenue. 


but it enhances by irect and inevitable 
process the price of all the sugar consumed 
in this country, and thus lMposes a very 


heavy tax—a tax the more objecti 
that it cludes observation—on the Briti 
people. The drawback, or bounty paid in 
the export of refined sugar, is fixed by the 
following process of calculation: it Is as- 

sumed, that a given quantity of refined 

sugar can be made from an ewt. of raw 

sugar, and such an amount of drawback is | 
given on a cwt, of refined sugar as is sup- 
posed to be exactly equal to the duty paid, 
on the quantity of raw sugar ne essary for 
its production. Prior to 1807, there were 
only two rates of drawback, one on refined | 


| drawback than he 


| terior 
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ri } 
kind of refined), and these wer 
omput “ld he -« ‘| ti lat « 
computed on the assumption that one cw 


of raw sugar ytelded of 


Refined Sit l Ol lh 
Bastards oe he 
Vreacle - -« S 
Dirt and VW ~T¢ be 


the drawback was given only on refined 
sugar, and on bastards, having the treacle 
produced to come in duty fr e, Subse - 
quently a demand arose in foreign markets 

sugar } ed than it w 
the | ( ld | pr | by \ i eear 


’ ° . 
rocess of refining, and ;1n a second pro- 


cess of rehi a furthes loss of quantity 
ecurred, 1 was (( iside) d that a larger 
drawback was required to re-imburse to 
the VC nei t = d 1t\ paid On th ~ raw 
eae 

il i y therefore there have 
hbeen tires ra i) di iwback, VIZ: —oOn 
oubled refined, sinele refined, and bas- 
tards but in the progres of the art, 

hods have been d ) 1 for produce. 
ne from the first melting, sugaras fine in 


le ¢ y by 0 succe e me ISS, 10 1S 
not now tusistedon, that su rar should be 
poes C } ] OS pe oe - 

twice } ned to be entitled to the highest 


rate of drawback, it is enough that it be 


qual to a certain standard sam ple kept by 
the o l ( the Customs in point of 
fact, there is now, as the House will 


what Iam about to 
next to none, other sual 


sported than such as is entitled to the 


I adily ) lie ve, from 


highest drawback. The present rates of 


drawback are, for bastards 24s. per ewt. ; 
I double 


backs were calculated, as I have stated, with 
the intention that they should exactly 
repay to the refiner the d ity he had paid 
n the raw sugar used in producing each 
‘ind of refined, but the ] rocess of calcula- 
tion was open to this very . material source 
of error Phe whole caleulation is founded 
on the assump ion, that only a certain 
quantity of refined sugar can be produced 
rom a given quantity of raw, if more than 





pposed can be obtained, the refiner 


vets more drawback than he paid duty ; if 


less than he had assum d, then he 


had paid duty. it is 
beyond a doubt, that the former is the true 


acts less 


proposition, and that he vets, in the shape 


of drawback on 


the refined sugar, a far 
sugar, and one on bastard sugar, (an | larger sum than he paid as duty on the raw 
sugar, anc eon bastard sugar, (an in- | larger sum than he paid as duty on the raw 
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sugar from which it wa mantiactured, | estimate ess 1 ner cw. thr 


Some experiments, made three or four | concealed bounty obta lun a 
years by Dr. Ure, under the directions of | sent laws by the refiner « e 
the Board of Trade placed this fact beyond | raw su; 

dispute, but more recent experience | Th 

shows, that Dr. Ure had much under-rated | the perfectly noton ‘ 

the excess of drawback, over duty. he. plantatt i hh ¢ e used 7 
following is an account of the 


it iat 
ceedings as communicated to the Board of deares car of equa vality 
Trade of a refinery in London during ; hicl nnot | Uses Now what are 
part of the year 1836. { stat the Jay Vhy 


Statement furnished to the Board of 7 itl hg iad 
of actual Results of refining 9121 « ; 4 Wi te? 


, ¥ ‘ } (>) 
Of Taw S d ti. } 
a : ported. t the 
i 
9121 ewts, pr duced 82} ] _ per P ’ ‘ a) F 
; i ? : 
ewt., or 6696 ewts., e to f \ { by vy far 
toms standard of de ! ( 14,4 I i ee 

—receiving drawback 43 Del. a 

, », 4 ‘ ] 

per cent. a 
15 cwts. produced, or 1216 bast oe init : Gat hiance to that 

drawback of 24 p t. - me 1 evel nd 
I ( | y ¢ i Uliti O| 
108 pr luced. or 863 ewt ty { IN CUO], 
fewts., or 346 dirt and wast t 1] sedan thout 
112 ewts. produced, or 9121 ‘ ( ct 
Duty paid on 9121 ewts. of raw) | i of 
= \ | 

Net amount ot Cc nee | nty, ] 2 ate 
if the refined sugar had been 1 966 d i t var which 
exported - ! l et. 
=~ —— L | t ced, 

Equal to 10s. 10. per ewt., ind . ti) \ ve) l will 

remitted duty on tz 
: Gen 


Equal to Qs. 2/. 1 
jad Jase afl. Pp) 


; » | nversant 
In the letter from the poard of ira ‘ vill cor l t sactions or 
to the Treasury recently laid on th table | \ et { r ¢ I nee 
of this House { om whi h I hay quoted I sh mner- 
the foregoing remarkable statement, it ut. to refined 
assumed, although it isnot sail on what Weal it W { l i ro marke 
grounds, that the instance in question | de 1 1 the charge 


“is to be taken rather as an experiment to | t t,- t pres iy 


show what can actually be prod 1 than | t 
as coming within the ordinary course of | th | per cwt. the re. 
sugar refining.” I believe from informa- | finer d 


tion on which I place reliance, that if more | toge 
favourable in its results than the ordinary f shippi - er cwt his 


process of modern refining under the in st 
proved methods now in use, the experiment | | t ! in the 
I have just referred to, is so only in a very | | n oH ( bs to tl 

small degree. I believe . that on th avera re. lis} cel pri in | cul 
a refiner of the ordinary skill, usir the t merchant But in 
best machinery, can produce from an ewt. | t! di nl} ined sugar, 


of raw sugar, as much refined sugar as will | | the refiner has got much 
entitle him to a drawback on « Kpor tionof | 1 "( ! para uty « ray 
between 31s. and 32s.—7s. or 5S. More, that | sugar N does t CSU] that 


is to say, than the 24s. he paid in the ewt. | of that puts U pocket any 
of raw sugar, if to this be added the ad- | the si t fi 1 » t o 

vantage of selling duty free for home con- sing pence { mpeti f othe 
sumption, the 15 to 20lbs. treacle made in | refiners will prevent his getting more than 
refining the ewt. of raw sugar—an advan- | the ordinary profits of t ule, and if it. be 


tage of from 2s, to 3s,.— it is impossible to | true, as is undoubted, that on refining one 
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cwt. of raw sugar he gets from the Customs 
10s. morein drawback than he paid in duty, 
precisely that 10s. more per ewt. will it be 
worth his while to pay for the raw sugar, 
than would be worth his while if there 
were no concealed bounty. In the same 
market there cannot be two prices for the 
same article ; the price, therefore, which the 
refiner can afford to give, every other 
buyer must pay, and the price of the whole 
quantity of sugar consumed inthe United 
Kingdom, is enhanced to the public to th 
exact amount of the concealed bounty, on 
the exports of refined sugar. Now, Sir, 
how does my right hon. Friend, admitting 
the existence of the evils I have described, 
(for if he ditfer from me, it is, I know, not in 
principle but in degree, he may perhaps 
not allow the concealed bounty to be so 
large as I have stated it)—how does my 
right hon. Friend propose to get rid of the 
inconvenience I have described and the 
wrong suffered by the public under the 
existing law. He proposes, by the 
before the House, to reduce by about 6s. 
per ewt. the drawback on refined sugar— 
leaving as they now stand all other re- 
gulations in the matter—Os. per ewt. on re- 
fined is about equal (as is allowed by my 
right hon. Friend) to 4s. on the raw sugar, 


bill now 


and the concealed bounty being 10s. on the 
raw sugar, he does not remove quite one 
half of the bounty, nor, of course, 
the public of quite one half of the burthen 
of which | complain. I do not say, that 
the measure of my right hon, Friend is 
not a beneficial measure or that we should 
not be grateful to him for what he pro- 
poses to do injthis matter, but Ido say, that 
the public is entitled to much more, and 
would support him in carrying through a 
much bolder 
hon. Friend does not take off more of the 
concealed bounty atises mainly from this, 


relieve 


drawbacks calculated on the assumed pro- 
ducts of refining. Now, as there is great 
uncertainty as to the result of refining any 
given sample of sugar, he cannot venture 
to take off from the drawback the real 
amount of concealed bounty, lest in some 
cases he should inflict a hardship on the 
refiner by giving him less drawback than 
he had paid duty. The plan involved in the 
motion I have submitted to the House and 
the motion I shall submit to the Committee, 
obviates this difficulty, and it is the 
only plan by which all difficulty and 
unfairness to any parties can be obviated. 
I would propose, that a refiner should be 
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measure. That my right | 
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at liberty to take raw sugar out of the 
bonded warehouses, on giving approved 
security to the Customs for payme nt of the 
duty—that at the end of a given period he 
should be called on to vacate that bond, 
which he might do either by entering for 
exportation the whole produce of the sugar 
refined, any part of it, and receiving 
credit at the rate of 24s. per ewt., 
the duty on the raw sugar for the part so 
returned, whether refined bastards or trea- 
cle; on whatever part of the produce of 
the sugar he chose not to enter for export. 
ation, whe ree refined bastards or treacle, 
he should be called on to pay the duty 
of 24s. fe ewt. Thus it would be 
certain, that, on whatever sugar he refined 
for the home market, he would pay more 
than the duty on the raw sugar consumed, 
and on that which he exported he would 
merely be free from any daty at all, there 
could be no concealed b minty, and, 
quently, no factitious e nhancement of the 
price of the home market. To this plan 
1 have heard but of two objections, both 
capable of conclusive reply. The first is, 
that the revenue might be defrauded, 

the refiner might enter for exportation 
more treacle than he really made, as he 
could puechens molasses from the West 
Indies which only pays 9s. duty; but it 
would be easy to limit the quantity of 
treacle which he should be allowed to enter 
for exportation. It is again objected, that 
the price of treacle would be enhanced, as 
it would, under the plan [| propose, pay a 
duty of 24s. per ewt. on entry for home 
consumption, whereas it is now virtually 
duty free, and that this advance of price 
would press severely on the humbler classes 
by whom treacle is chiefly consumed. This 
objection is scarcely worth confutation. If 
the poor man purchased his treacle some-« 


Conse- 


| what dearer (and it would not be rendered 
that he adheres to the old system of paying | 





dearer to the extent of the duty, the pre- 
sent system, by raising the price of the 
superior saccharine products, having the 
tendenc y ulné ituré lly to force up the price 
of the infe rior) he would get his sugar fully 
as much cheaper ; and it is re lly too abe 
surd to talk of the advantage of affording 
to the public some few thousand cwts. of 
treacle 10s. or 12s. cheaper, at the price 
of forcing the whole people to buy four 
millions of cwts. of sugar 10s. or 12s, 
dearer, The plan I propose would also 
have other and great advantages. As re« 
gards the public, it would have the effect 
of diminishing the difference of price be- 
tween raw and refined sugar, thus substi« 
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tuting a purer and more wholesome sac- 
charine product for the coarse, impure, 
and Jess wholesome product, raw sugar, 
of which our } 
pels the extensive use. 
rally known as it ought to be, that the 
process of refining separates from suear 
not only dirt, but poisonous, or, at le: 
highly deleterious, ingredients. As regards 
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yresent absurd system com- 


[t is not as gene- 


ist, 


the refiner, whilst it would incalculably 
extend his home market, it would not im- 
pair, in the long run, his foreign market ; 
for, as L have shown beyond, I think, thi 


possibility of doubt, it is the West-India 
proprietor, and not the British 
who gets the whole benefit of the 
bounty. If that bounty were 
the refiner would purchase his raw ma- 


renner, 
, 
concealed 


removed, 


terials so much the ¢ heaper, and be as able 


consequently, as now to meet foreign com- 
petition with the produce of his refinery 


f JuxE 25 


V5] 


although the description of that produce | 


desir 


which it might be ible 
might not be the same as at present. Iam 


to « xport, } 


happy to be enabled to state to the Ifouse, | 


that such are the opinions now entertained 
by very many, at least, among the refine 


themselves. They have found, by sad ex- 


rs} 


perience, the evil effects of a false and | 


has 


artificial system, which, while it ap 
peared to secure to them the foreign mar 


3 ; 
jand enjoyment 


ket, has had the far more important con- | 


sequence of narrowing their market for 
home consumption. 
the number of the 
London are situated within th 
which I have the houour to represent. | 
will now read to the House a 1 
received from eighteen firms engaged 


greater 


) ae ] 
DOrouUgh 


in 
the business of sugar retining, the whole 
number, I believe, in London being twenty- 
four. The House will, | 


am sure, agree 


refineries of 


It so happens, that | 


etter I have | 


with me, that the letter, advocating as it | 
does the best principles of free trade, does | 


honour to the centlemen by whom it is 
signed :— 
Copy or a LETTER DDRESSED 
W. Cray, Eso. M. P: 
“6g June, 18 

“ Sin—We, the undersigned sugar-refiners, 
request, that you will, whenever the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer moves, either a ¢ nuance 
of the law conferring bounty on refined su 
exported, or suggests such alteration in tha 
law as will not extinguish the said bounty, 


nrotect, on our behalf, against such renewal o1 
imperfect alteration of the act, « 


. explainit 
the honourable House that we, so far fro1 
desiring the aid of bounty to fortify our ex 


thie 


ports, do earnestly pray, that precise ly 
game amount of drawback per cwt, 


1 } 
be returned 
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to tl xport th ne- 
ies t} au ] I 
} 
_ sh I we 
| 3 ly T 
j not d t Cust 
| a } 

Nf Wi dd ( ly one othe obse1 lon 
befor ing he 1 tion, Sir, im your 
hands is tl -| rnestly depre ti 
{ ing forward this moti 

ul pirit t ] Vest-Lodi 
Lite | | l 1 1 I thin 
( ( \ l l t fend 
{ tere th utmost extent ol 
t cla ] | for the twenty 
mil Ss com Saee| So ported het 
\I v's Ministers in their opposition to 
the moti for the immedi » termination 
Or the yprenti eshiy Ss ten, mal y on 
the frou 1 that [ could not bea party to 
the linac | ao My y thre smallest parti- 
cular, of the selemn contract into which 
felt that we had entered with the colonial 


this ca 


a WK 


NW 
such fe 
bargain or compact by whict 
En land have 


I a 


now of no 


1 the 


propri tors. Dut 1 am re 


strained by no 


7 
ine— 


} eople of 


] 


iv engaged to tax themselves 
to the enormous extent of two millions per 
annum, and to limit themselves in the use 


t has almost 
thx 


S Te¢ ently 


VW hich 
life * 


which 


hast 
that 


of 


af 
necessary 


body 


become a TO} sole 


ha 


advantage ol a 


received so splendid proof of national 
justice and munificence, and to which we 
still ure for the produce of their estate 
t monopoly of ft! b market in the 
world. 

Nix. JP Thomson observed, that the 
effect of his hon. Friend’s motion would be 
to alter the whole of the sugar-refining 


system, 


find f 


His hon. I riend appre ire dl also to 
wilt with the plan of the Govern- 
ment, on the eround that it took ce 


proporti ns | 


‘tain 
Its | 
Cc rding to the skil 


as 


! 
l 
} ‘ 

the manus. 


yaSIs which varie ac. 
\( reised in 
the sugar Now, he contended 
that this exposed his hon. Friend’s plan to 


Y 
that of 


facture of 
bjecth n 
He not consent to a plan 
which increased the price of the 


the same 


the Govern- 
ment, would 
coarse 
article without plac ine the finer qualities 
within the reach of the working 
classi With res} to bounty, he was 
surprised to hear from his hon. Friend 
thi 


of Sugar 


spect 


. 


it 10s. 10d. was gained by the exporter, 
| th tlhe price te of 
rin this country was to that extent 
d. A more exag 1 statement he 


rated 
never heard ; and if his lion, Friend had 


at » the consumer 
Sufa 


raise rey 





: 


aye 


ON > Pele SoA EAP 


— 
See $e he ag 


ee 
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only read the whole of the letter, of which 
he mee by extracts, his statements would 


have been completely answered. Accord- 
Ing to experime nts which he had caused to 


be made, first by Dr. Ure, and aft 
by the principal refiners in London, the 
result was, that the average bounty did not 
exceed 4s. 6d. He could neither, there- 





fore, agree to the argumeut which his 
hon. Friend used, ‘to the Motion with 
which his hon. | rit nd c yiclucde 1. 

Hume contended that a committee 


should hay 
the facts, 


e been appoint to e@3 Mt 1e Into 





le to com 


{COMMONS} 


rwards | 
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House must feel, that a sound policy re- 
quired that change; and although afraid 
of wearying the House by many figures 
and calculations, my reasoning might not 
have its full weight on the former debate, 


} . 
, yet I surely said enough to prove, that, 


| better 


| . 
‘© How can you give a 


this debate, the House will bea 

prehend the reasons which actuat d the | 
President of the Board of Trade, when, | 
on a former occasion, he commented upon 


the proposition I then had the honour to | 
| would 


miuke to the House to the effect, that the 
import duty on molasses 
the same 
paid on sugar, the growth of Br 
tations. The President of the 
Trade was pleased to say, that he did not 
understand my propositi m nor ny argu. 
ments. I have, however, the satisfaction 
of knowing, that if those arguments and 
that proposition were misunderstood by 
h im, there was no other person, acquainted 
in the least degree with a stion, who 
misunderstood the views I ventured to 
throw before the aie, But the very 
thing which Iventured toanticipate has now 
actually occurred ; there is now, without 
further derstanding 
on the part of the Board of 
Trade, and be has already occupied my 
and wielded, with his 


which I foresaw the 


per CW. 
itish plan. 


explanation, no misun 

President of t! Se 

ground, accustomed 
Pas 

skill, the ar 
H } lel > ] j hy h: ' 

liouse would place In his havds by passing 


Ylment 
a negative on my proposition, What then 
did [say? This—that if you would get 
. c a ™ . } 
rid of bounty quantity and 
tufavourable to 


i luctua ting 


a 
a State of things, most 
1 
l 


> e 
errs ol 


} 1] } 
Houlid be made | 


amount as 1s now | 





| look the question fairly 


i does not 


| but the day is not 


well regulated and prosperous ente rprise — 
if you would free the refining trade from | 


Board 
of Trade expr ssly des gnates as arbitrary, 
evy the same duty 
and thus you 


a system wich the letter from the 
you must con lade | to \ 
on all des riptions of sweet, 
would be wa co dis hn to ae 
cise amount paid in 
to be repai {on exporta 


‘fine the pre- 
— 4 
instance, and 


] 


tion—this principle 


was acknowledged to be the only 
» that there ' 
difficulties in the way of such 
but [ felt, and the 


; ; 
one. | was aware were practical 


stem) aS must ensue 


a ch inge of 


| amended 
| system 
| sweets alike—which 


. 2 
;anle 


1] 
sound 
Heer sipgle-ret 


} 


as a preliminary to the adoption of a 
order of things, my proposal must 
he adopted. The President of the Board 
of ‘Trade persuaded the House to dis. 
and having suc- 
ceeded in persuading us to levy no more 


countenance these views, 
than Gs. Ps r cw. on papi whatever 
might be the propo tion of oir it con- 
tained, and to whic h im many, very many, 
cases Qs. bears no equivalent He Says, 
‘k of 24s. 
received 9s.— 
, indeed, be moustrous.” Then 
re added, my hon. Friend, the Member 
for the Tower say Says, © se but | 
drawback of 24s. on 
which might 
why, in this 
le difficulty 
of the question.” Now this is precisely 
what I said, and endeavoured to prove, but 


drawba 


reacle 
Ta 


when you only 


only allow 
the proportion ot oe 
arise in refining the sugar: 


word proportion lies the wh 


my proposal solved the whole difficulty, 
and would have placed my Friend, the 
Member for the Tower Hamlets, beyond 
the reach of this attack—however unfair 
it is in reality, and would have placed us 
in a situation to pursue the plan I 
sketched, than which none could be better, 
or could sueceed; but the truth is, the 
President of the Board of Trade is 
really afraid, to work out his 
principles. He does not dare to 
in the face : he 

it fairly even nov 
lluded to, he knows as 
as any en wl fair, 2 
reasonable, and a satisfactory proportion—- 
an allowance that would be deemed fair by 
the trade, and would be so limited as to 
prevent any frauds. In this way this im- 
portant matter is now to be got rid of, 
far distant when this 
matter must be revived, and placed on an 
footing. We must get rid of a 
which treats all sugars and_ all 
permits, as I have 
already shown, the most glaring and palp- 
frauds in the import of 
which treats, in different ways, most arbi- 
trary and uncertain, the same produce, 
vhich legislates for double-refined 
such a 


ined sugan 
sugar 


afraid, 
own 


| handle v—for, 
on the point just a 


well vat would bea 


molasses — 


sugar 
com - 
double-refined being 
now unknown and banished by an im- 


modity as 
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Su ga ? 


proved process of manufacture —\ 
- > ' 
erects Standards 
i i] Es ee as 
science, and illegal, and which places thi 
a } 


' ‘ 3 °° 
peopie ot this count 
being taxed to the extent of millions an- 


: 
nually without knowing h nor why— 
ut the same time our refiners are injured 
if not ruined, and our policy in this branch 


of business Isa disgrace 
be allowed to mment for moment ¢ 
another point. It 1 d, you will 1 


the price of treacle to the 1 


this comes with bad @1 t 

who well know tl 

sent arrangeme! ! | | 
Will the House believe, that, at 
recent period 

very time not widely differ , doi 
refined sugar wi t 

consumer, In this city a mie 
very nearly the same price reacle t 
British laboure What ill t I] 
think of th tact, hat it t 

treacle is retailed to the poor 
considerably highei ra than \ - pa 
ly the foreign xportet for beaut 
rit uble refined sugal ‘] hus 1 l t our 
own countrymen—thus we cast l- 
vantages and generosity around us any- 
where but at home. Let the House reflect 
that if refining is encouraged, and tl 


treacle rendered what it oucht to be, wha 
ite | 

Mo are now 
bond, if the 24s. is 

unknown, even within a few months mi 


4 

} e } 
laims to be, treacle will 
] 

i 


asses worth I per owt. in 


add dl, ,a price not 


: : } , a4 , a 

be its price to f i¢ Enelish consumer; bi 
: Lc phe aos 

he would, by the annililation of bount 


and the substitution of tl draw 
back, obtein double-refined sugar at 
price he gives for coarse brown 

and the other qualitics at a greatly re- 
dueed rate, adding materiall » his com- 
f, rts, ¢ nd relievil c Exch quel 

large and dishonest drain ups ts { 

| conclude Wi hi a rl C th Fious } 


to these prin ipl ve must revert, and on 
these principle the Grover t 
If its policy 1s 
own prete nsions—if sugar-refinin is to 


hold its due place in our masufacturin 


} t wt!) 1 
rey | CoDsISteE t ViIth 


arts, and in our cemmercial operations, an 
ee . 7S a eS Seer 
So soon as tuere Is nxsead ¢ rinination 
3 : ae a aa 
Imparually to do justi to all. then t 
: ‘ } " 
change will come preguant, In my humb 


opinion, with the most beneficial result 
é = oF “ipa 
Mr. Tho neli consid red ne ] add oO his 


1 : ; ; . ; 
the Mlember tor the Lowe 


hon. Friend 
Hamlets to be totally 
declared his intention of 


impracticable, and 
i 


voting 


of qu lity UDKNOWnD to | 


ry | the situation Of 





1 i <¢ wen 
4 1 
t ( niin i ted 
On ¢ ul 
My Hi Ol - 4 } 
i } moves ? the 
t t f +! 1 
( ne auty I} 1 ! - 
1 1 . 
v if ug I ld be redu rom 24 
; a 
to | i hon. Me ( 
} . 
tel ‘ l ll ( vhere 
1 . . 
I ae ip In any 
( mipt 
i 
Ll¢ ri ,} 
| H 
cl Spice 
] 
u i from 
+ 4] 
t Liat 
iar 
rv thre 
. 
; CCl 
t nue 
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! j ind 
i t eat ifect 
1 
i ; dut 
! LICE 


i « ent 
i 
ine I { t +} ! ; t 
nil } 
| I fh} ex en 
l 1 
| -J 
A iit f ( r Sala 
Hat the consump 1 r sugar had 1n 
Cl a ith tl nerease of duty, and he 
I ( trusted that the Committee 
not re nh the proposition of the 
} ( but t the [louse and 
; , . } “.) 
’ ry uld be sat ed with the 
if Fain 
I revenue 
aquty was 
) ! \ at red 
i Lue Oni ¢ ie ree 
, 
} S Tire rar ¢ ties 
( ( t ct th pro- 
1 Line i iF LDne! 
prevent he extensive con- 
: h id he should 
i 
: } 
el } a endl 
j ] t 
Vir. # thougnt that foreign sugar 
, oe Gee } } 
| mitted at th me auty as 
, ; ae 
the ul l roau ad ih our owh cotonies, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: 
Tuesday, June 26, 1838. 


Minutes.] Bill. Read a first time:—Municipal Corpora- 
tions (Ireland). 

Petitions presented. By Lord Kenyon, from Lancaster, 
for an alteration in the New Poor-law, and for Protection 
to Ecclesiasti Property.— By the Bishop of ELy, from 
the Cathedral Clergy of Ely, against the Pluralities Bill. 

By Earl Sranuopr, several, from individuals, against 
the New Poor-law Act. 





Proxies.}] The Marquess of /Vest- 
minster, declaring that it was not his 
intention in the present session, to bring 
forward a motion for the purpose of doing 
away with the practice of voting by proxy, 
was understood na say, that It was mani- 
festly improper, that questions should be 
decided by p poe-sclee was, by the votes 
of individuals who had not heard such 
questions discussed. As «a proof of the 
badness of the system, the noble Ma a 
stated, that questions had actually been 
carried by the proxies of noble L ords who 
were dead at the time their authority was 
made use of. In his opinion, the dispens- 
ing with vote by proxy, would be a most 


beneficial change in the constitution of 


their Lordships’ House. 

Earl Fitzwilliam said, this was a ques- 
tion that enjoyed, in his opinion, a rather 
undeserved popularity through the coun- 
try atlarge. He was inclined to entertain 


a doubt whether his noble Friend himself 


perfectly understood the question, and 
whether he had not a little taken up the 
erroneous views with respect to it, which 
were held by individuals out of doors. 
His noble Friend had made one observa- 
tion which he deemed particularly ne- 
cessary to notice, because if it went out to 
the p ublic unacc sompanied by any remark, 
it might produce a very considerable ef- 
fect. His noble Friend had stated, that 
votes by proxy had been given in that 
House, the persons who delegated such 
votes not being, at the time when the de- 
cision took place, in the land of the living. 
Now, when they considered how uncertain 
the tenure of human life was, it might 
easily be supposed, that an individual not 
being aware of the death of the person 
who intrusted him with his proxy, might, 
in ignorance, use it. But that such a 
thing could often occur, was quite impos- 


sible. With reference to parties out of 


doors, he would ask whether every vote 
given in the House of Commons was nota 
vote by proxy? Ile wished to know whe- 
ther the constituent bodies throughout 
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England did not give their votes by proxy? 
The doctrine on which vote by proxy was 
allowed, was a good and an expedient one. 
The privilege was granted, because from 
Ulness or unavoidable necessity, individu- 
als might be prevented from attending in 
compliance with the summons of their 
Sovereign. His noble Friend had argued 
that the right of voting by proxy ought 
to be limited. Now, it was perfectly true 
that the right of holding proxies might be, 
and had been, limited, but never the right 
of voting by proxy. Many years aco, in 
consequence of the great influence ob- 
tained by a celebrated indivi dual, it was 
ordered that no Peer should hold mor 
than two proxies. ‘There was, therefore, 
a limitation as to the holding of proxies, 
but none to the right of voting by proxies 
had ever been proposed. The public at 
large he believed, did not understand this 
question. It supposed that voting by 
proxy was voting without any c nsidera- 
tion of the subject that was to be decided. 
The fact, however, was, that he who gave 
the vote—that he who held the proxy— 
was present at the consideration of the 
question, and used that proxy just as he 
pleased himself. It was true, indeed, that 
he who delegated the proxy placed it in 
the hands of a person, whose general po- 
litical views were similar to his own, but 
still the person holding the proxy might 
use it as to him seemed best. 

Lord Brougha Mm Sait l. his noble Friend 
in obedience to that chivalrous disposition 
by which he was characterised, seeing that 
nobody said a word in defence of the 
system, gallantly threw himself into the 
breach, and opened a fierce battery against 
the noble Marquess; who, howeve ry, sus~ 
tained no injury from the assault. He 
would not have risen, except to enter his 
protest against being supposed, because 
he had listened to his noble Friend’s 
speech, that he was a convert to the doc- 
trine which his noble Friend had laid 
down. Nothing could possibly, in his 
mind, be more absurd than for an indi- 
vidual 200 or 300 miles off to have the 
power of placing in the hands of another, 
the right of voting on one side or the 
other with reference to a question, the 
discussion on which he had not attended. 
Such a principle was most absurd and 
preposterous ; though, perhaps, not much 
‘ irm was done by its adoptio n, if, as had 
been said, very little impression was evel 
made by any arguments adduced in that 
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House; so that any cive 


be as well decided in the abs 


Canterbury Fanatics 


li ¢ 


| 
| 


party delegating the proxy, 


heard the whole discussion 


his noble Friend had st 


vidual holdine the pi 


present at the discussion, 


as he pleased. ‘That 
as that pel on’s own vi 
but it was different 
person who del vated 
held the proxy, mi 


the arguments which 


it did not follow t 


the proxy was also convit 


proxy holder gives my vot 


not as I am convine 
vinced. It is, tn fa 
| live at 


intrust my proxy to a fi 


conviction, 
his opinion and vote 

what is the sequitur ? 

ion is changed becaus 
ion has been changed, 
remain pertfectl 
pression.” Bu 
they vote by | 
in the House of 


y tirm te 
t 


| 
WOXY else 


however, that thos 
a 

Ihe 

that they were not del 
in fact, summoned by 


| { < 


sound 
consult and provid 
Subject dropped 


Poor Reuter (Iret 
of Shaftesbury broucht 


the Committee on this bil! 


Ct Ive d. 
The Earl of Wick] 


constitution 


amendment to the claus« 


the operation of the bill, 


word * townlands”’ fo 
toral districts.” 
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Majority 15. 
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certificates, should, without further n- 
quiry, give an order for th 
it was said, tha 
} 


; .: 
prisoners dals- 
t thou nN 


ie still might not bea 


inissal. He knew, 
of unsound mind, 


dangerous character. Now, he believed 


most conscientiously, that it the noble Lord 
had made inquiry tn the county of Kent 
he would have found that nine out of ten, 
nay ninety-nine out of UU persons, were ot 
opinion that this individual could 1 | 
set free, and allowed to be unrestrained in 
lis ai tions, without end inverting, t L sé 
rious extent, the peace of the country 
Ile did not mean % iv, that the 
quences which tlowed from his liber 
could have been antici} ited Ly the nol 
Lord, or that on the noble Lord devolved 
the responsibility of those results; b 
he appreh nuded that he should b abi 
to sh W, froin the papers ou the tabl 
of the Yflouse, what were the circum- 
stanees under whieh, and the real ground 
npon which. the noble Lord had granted 
Courtenay his pardon and liberation 
Phose papers enabled him to say, that 
it was through the interference of th 
gallant Officer opposite, that this liberia 
tion had taken place ITe was glad to find 


Lf 
that the hon. and 


to acknuowledae that fac 


gall wit Othcer was ready 
and therel 


throw his proter tion over the noble J.ord, 


There was no letter, that he was aware ot, 
from the gallant Officer; but there wer 


two documents which had some how o1 
other rot into the Secret uy’s ofti e; be il 
| Aug 


loth and 16th of 


ve 
suffice to show, that 


. ] i 
me date the 


1837, which would 


Ordnanee had 


the Master-general of th 
requested the liberation of the prisoner 
contined inh the county isylum. N mw, the 


time at which this happened was tinime«}e 

diately after the election for Cornwall, the 
declaration for which was made, he bi 

lieved, on the 10th of August. The hon. 
and gallant Officer was acquainted with 
Mr. Thom, the father of the prisonel ind 
Mr. Thom happened to be an clector of 
Kast Cornwall, and one likewise who had 
voted for the two liberal « andidates. Thr 
hon. and gallant Gentleman admitted, that 
he knew Mr. Thom, and he (Sir Ek. Ruvateh- 
bull) knew that Mr. Thom had 
to vote for Lord Eliot, 


promised 
but that instead of 
for the 
eallant Gentleman himself, and his unsue 
At the commencement 
he had taken 
the House hae 
that li 


doing so, he had voted lon. and 


cessful colleazne 
of the observations which 
the liberty to address to 


ventured to them should 


assure 
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state nothing which was not in perfect 
icwcordaance vith exact and iulLnentic 
Statements 3 nd that he Should 1 oO 
beyond the facets which those stat nts 
furnished Ile could go much further, 
but persuaded himself that the House, 
irom what had stat dg, would teel pr 
fectly satistied, that he had laid a sufficient 
| 1 for his motion. He demanded in- 
| \ !, therefore, h did not enter upon 
| 1 detail. He did not forget 
{ id oiten 1 Stated ne the 
ul | V ; to prac hat propet 
ts had been made for tl if 
ly of tl p 1] ould not 
tsufhieient precau had notbeen 
t H nfor t » he had received 
mn t tbe correct; but hi certainly hac 
bee nt und t i, tiral t] Lite 
t] untortuna proceedings were goin 
Was | yf att llome-office of 
t te of mud in which the man ealled 
( tenay, was. There had been, at the 
Same tim i letter from a medical gentle- 
man, addressed to the Secretary of State, 
demandine an investigation of the indivi 


ind attirming that it was 


Cpe stion, 


not safe that he should be at lib rty. In 
addition to this, he was enabled to s Ly, from 

letter dated the 22nd of this month, 
which he had reeeived from Mr. Tooke, 
the late Member for Truro, that that gen- 
tleman had made inquiry at the Kent 
lunatic asylum into the state of Cour- 


and there learned, upon testimony 


which could not b doubted, that his con 
di Ion | mind was de idedly such as dis 
pnalificd him from being left to his own 
uidaine that, im facet, it was exceedingly 
a I to allo him to 158) ibroad., 
here was another circumstance which, in 
some d ree, ap reared to be connected 


with th 


| 
Very soon after the elec- 
tion for | 


William Thom and 
the pare nts of the unhappy lu- 
a visit to the noble Lord oppo 


his Wile, 
}) uid 


te, the Secretary of state tor the llome 


natic, 


his country residence in 
louse would observe, 
for this 


markable : and he contess« dl, that 


1) partment, if 
The 


| 


HPevonshir 


that th time chosen visil was 


rather U¢ 


he felt eurious to know, what that intro 
duction was, which wained for those parties 
iceess to the noble Lord. ¢ oupling, then, 
th various circumstances ol the elec- 
tion, the visit, and the liberation, he 
thoneht that he had laid a= sufhcient 


Lh hoped that 
the ip- 


rround for in 


Lord would 


PENCP ULE 


at cede Lo 
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pointment of a committee, 1 he hoped 
at the same time, that the noble Lord and 
the Llouse would do him the to 


believe, t not, for any party 


an 
} 


justice 


» would 


purpose, bring fe rward sucha motion. In 
his estimation, the criminal ju tice of the 
country was of far greater importance than 
any objects of party That the Seer tary 
of State should be exonerated from the 
imputati ns now cast, ol iudiseretion at 
t| least, for he certainly did st ind charge d 
with j i n in the execution of his 
duty, was maiter of infinitely greate1 
moment than any ady intave whic h party 
could obtain by any motion in that House. 
The right hon. Gentleman ci neluded, by 
moving for a select committee to inquire 
into all the circumstances connected with 


i ‘ ; : ay re 
the dischare of John Nicholl Thom, 


alias Courtenay, from the 


Asyl 


= 
INC Lunatic 


+ 
ill 


ull. 


Lord John Russell said, I rise, Sir, with 
great pain, to address the House on this 
subj ct, because, whatever may be the 
judyment ef the House or of the country 


transaction, and how- 
cel myself as to any 


with respect to this 


ever blameless I may fi 


fCOMMONS} 


the part | have taken in it, in the exercise | 


of my best judgment, as far as that imper- 


fect judgment could be exercised, at the | 
same time, | must feel, that this most 
calamitous circumstance has occurred | 


I have held the 


retary of State; and [ also 


during the time in which 
| the 


ll 
emi hit foe 
cannot but fe 


1eE 
i 
I 


Sé 3 Ol ‘> } 


ec 
| 
been shed, has been shed by a person 
who owed his liberation to me. Therefore, 
with whatever other circumstances this case 
accompanied, it 
occasioned me greater pain than any other 
with which I have had to do, and will con- 
[The noble 
affected.| His 


Way be 


tinue so to cause me pain. 
Lord 


Lordship proceeded to 


’ her } 
Was Here MUCI 


, that the blood which has | 


is one which has | 


say, that he could | 


have wished that some part of the right | 
hon. Gentleman’s speech had been omitted, | at 
| tified by two physicians or surgeons, that such 


He could wish the right hon. Gentleman 


had not given his confidence to some of 


the statements he had brought forward; | 


but those were statements affecting others 
rather than himself, and there were none 


which should prevent him from acceding | 


to the appointment of a Committee of 


Inquiry to institute an investigation with 
respect to this subj et. He felt perfectly 
confident, that whether, as regarded the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 


ment, or his hon. and gallar 


° ° i »* | asylum may discharge 
imputation that may be cast upon me for | = ’ : 
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him (Sir H. Vivian), or the hon. Gentle- 
man behind him (Mr. Turner), they had 
nothing to fear, nor had he anything to 
fear, from any inquiry that could be insti- 
tuted by the [fouse, or by any Committee 
of the House. He would not allude now 
to those parts of the ht hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech which, as he had said, he 
would rather the right. hon. Gentleman 
had not introduced, but he would, in the 
what he considered to be 
this subject, and then he would 


Me 


first place, state 
the law on 
state what had been done by him in the 
exereise of the discretion vested in him as 
a Minister of The right hon. 
Gentleman at 
th, the provisions of the 9th Gi 
provisions of the Act were 


: 
the Crown. 


had not described, any 


o. 4th. 


fol- 


as 


© Se When any poor person ch 


iree- 


| } { 
to a parish 1s deemed oO 


adie a justice 


the peace, on due examination, may cause him 


] } 
to be sent to a lunatic asylum, and make order 


for payment of expenses ; such insane 


not to be re moved 
] 
uniess Ct 


person 


are without an order of two 
} 


irea, 


Visitors 


justi¢ es, 
"* sec. 3Y. ot a 
and up 

pauper lunatic to his relatives and friends, on 

their undertaking that he shail no longer be 

ch irgeable ‘ 

14. Persons found, examination 

before two justices, to be so far disordered in 


country lunatic 


deliver any 


ee eC. on 


their senses as to be dangerou 


to ¢ 
lunatic 


sto be p rmitte d 
sent by the justices to a 
he case provided for by 


iit 


) abroad, m Ly be 
isylum (as in t 
Sec. oe i 

*¢ Provided always, that nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to extend to restrain 
or prevent relative friend from taking 


any or 


such insane person under their own care and 
protection. 
“¢ Sec. 54. Where any person kept in 


custody as an insane person, by order of court, 
or by his Majesty’s order subsequent thereto, 
two justices may inquire into their settlement, 
and mak 

* Sec. If any person, while imprisoned 
under sentence of imprisonment or transporta- 
tion, shall become insane, and it shall be cer- 


order for their maintenance. 


Duo. 


person is insane, the Secretary of State, may, 
by warrant, direct him to be removed to a lu- 
natic asylum, and such person being so re- 
moved, shall remain under confinement in 
such asylum, until it shall be duly certified to 
the Secretary of State by two physicians ol 
surgeons, that he has become of sound mind; 
whereupon the Secretary of State is hereby 
authorised, if such person shall still remain 
subject to be continued in custody, to issue his 
warrant to the keeper of the asylum, directing 
him to remove the person back to the gaol 


it Friend near | from which he was sent; or if the period 
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imprisonment shall have expired, that Le 


be discharged,” | It was an offence. t 
Now, there was no provision in’ this | unsound mind mi 
55th. section similar to those in the 39th mit, but which did 
and 44th, empowering the relations or | malice being felt b 
friends to take charge of the parties; but, fellow men or \ 
it was evident, that while Parliament did | vidual, Ifa pers 
not think it necessary to clive any such | mitt | often 
power with respect to the former case, | to t abroad 
with respect to the visitors of county ere twe y 
lunatic asylums, it was considered neces- | t : "\ 
sary to define the power they should hay ! it | 
Any enactment restraining the power olf 
the Crown would have been an encroach- | the: pI la 
ment on the prerogative of the Crown t ¢him to mer 
pardon and discharge convicts, if it | P ntiary. | 
thought fit. If the clause he was referring | be t ted in « 
to were capable of a construction to the | and being kept, t 
contrary, it would lead to very absurd | hulks, he \ | 
consequences, inasmuch as while any per- | to t \ 
son of sound mind who had committed an | t na t 
offence might receive a free pardon, if the | ! pard It 
man was of unsound mind at the time, o1 ntiary, c 
after the commission of the offence, the | ¢ th 
Crown would not have the power of giving | ¢ of this pers 
him a free pardon, or even of commuting | kept f years i 
his sentence. This would manifestly be | order of Lord 4 
an absurdity; but he did not understand ylum in the e 
the right hon. Gentleman to put such an | go 1 hi ( 
interpretation on the statute. Sneh was | \ sort 
the law of the 9th of Geo. 4th., with re- lared 
spect to insane persons; it took a certain | give »to t 
care of persons who were lunatics, and S 
whom it would be dangerous to themselves ni 1e tim 
or others to allow to go abroad: and it} ul l y 
also took care of criminal lunatics. Now, | tha ould hay 
according to the enactments of that Act, | th St 
there was nothing in the case of this per- | pers Ww I 
son, as he should endeavour to show, sup- |} sta 
posing him merely to be a lunatic, which | his 1 I"| 
should have prevented him from exercising | t ter wl 
his powers as Secretary of State in a man- | Lor 1 Denman 1 
ner analogous to other cases, and viving | lunat had 
Courtney up to his friends or relations, | stat sg | 
who would take care of him as any other | spect to 
lunatic was taken care of. But, then,} when it ( 
there was the circumstance, that this per- | were S 
son was acriminal. Let them, however, | repl d Den 
consider what was the criminality of which | great | LutION 
he had been guilty. If it had been an | perso el tat 
offence against the person—if he had | mitted violence \ 
committed murder, or if he had stabbed | Hc ed to tho 
any one—then it would have been neces- | pose of showing th 
i tl rht thes ( 


sary to have taken peculiar precautions | 


before confiding him to the care of any of his 
friends. But the offence was not one of that 
kind ; it was perjury—an offence which he 


conceived might be committed by a per- | 
son of unsound mind, who was, neverthe-| very ordinary descr! 


20} if 


I sinall other re 


sOn 1h confineme it 


rite mpt | a 


uation, 


He had 





b 
H 
i tl ‘ 
| 
t y] 
t 
Lit ( 
il o 
in | 
i 
ol 1 ( 
peryul 
V i ‘ ! i] 
' 
j 
! } { 
| lt 
rl 
. t ' 
| i a 
f f 
( iit Lv 
o. 
{ | 
I iF 
hy { 
j 
i c ra 
{ | i 
i i 
I t 
} 
} 
i ) 
| ‘ 
1 | f 
F | 
t t r tl 
il 
‘ 
t 
4 
y i l iS 1 
re } ] 
ic] the | 
. } 
rcO plied 
i 
} j 
i i 
} ‘ 
t 
l - 
1S ( i ! 
nent 
} 
a 
' 
i i 
t 
iU 
' 
| r 
| 
i { 
} 
a I 
try ‘ 
don l 
( 
i } 
" ' 
1 Git A that 
i I ) i 
had 
\ i} ‘ i 
n tx 
p 
I I pur- 
‘ 
' 
] i 
) wed 
( Waa nil 
1 
hoy t pet 
fe P 
isSlha lit LL 
. } 
CC i of i 








es 


1099 Canteroury Fanaties 


no life had been threatened, and no act of | 


violence committed. John Nicholls Thom | 


had been convicted of perjury, and he had 
been four years in confinement in a luna- 
tic asylum. The right hon. Gentleman 
was perfectly right in saying that he had 
seen the father of ‘Thom while he was at 
Endsleigh, some time in August last year. 


Ile had now come to a part of the case In 


which he thoueht the right hon. Gentleman 
had deviated from the course which 

would have been necessary for him to have 
pursued, if he had wished to ke p the case 
free from party. Tf the right hon. Gen- 
tleman had wished to make it a case of 
the mere exercise of the prerogative olf 
merey, 01 the exercise of diseretion in th 
ease of a criminal lunatic, be did not 
think that it was at all necessary for th 
righthon, Gentleman to impute motives to 
him nor to connect the recommenda 
tion of his hon. Friend near bim with the 
election which then took place. Tle did 
not remember, that the father of Thom was 
recommended to him by any one. If 
knew that at Endsleigh he saw but few 


persons on anything connected with official | 
business. He was told, that a person | 
wished to see him, and very often persons | 


connected with the property, farmers 1D 


the neighbourhood put questions to lim | 
unconnected with official duties, and | 


probably the reason of seeing the father of 
Thom was, that he supposed that Mr.’Thom 
was one of those persons wishing to con 
sult him. Generally speaking, with re- 
gard to criminal cases, he was very un- 
willing to see persons connected with th 
prisoners ; and as it was very disagreeable 
especially as far as regarded the exercis 
of his duty, as to the advice which Ji 
might find himself obliged to give, it was 
very probable that if Mr. Thom had writ 
ten to him previously, as to the business 
on which he wished to spt ak to bim, he 
should not have seen Mr. Thom. All he 
; that 
Thom appeared to be an old person, ap- 
parently in a respectable situation, scem- 
ingly a farmer. He was accompanied by 
his wife and both appeared to be in great 
distress at the confinement of their son in 
a Junatic asylum. ‘They said, they had 
been there, and the persons they saw 
told them that no danger was likely to 
arise from his liberation. He told them 
as he had before stated to the House, that 
even putting aside the question of imme- 


remembered of the interview was 


{COMMONS} 


hee Easing hLunatu | 1 { UW) 


lunatic asvium, he could not be liberated 


without proper care being taken of him 


lest he should relapst intO any parosysth 


| ' Wes feo 
| Ol insanity. Phev promised, that the ut 

} vey ee | | | Bas 
most care should lye taken of him WY 


‘ Pe : 
themselves, and that their son had a suf 
ficiency of prop rity to pay for the utmost 
care bene taken of him. ‘That tuterview 


took place in Aucust, and the order for 
the liberation of John Nicholls Thom was 
hot cvivel until the brit nth of October 
During that tian applicati n had been 
made to the VISIUING justices ol thi lunatic 
asylum with re pect t } Stat f ‘Phom 
4 


1 Corresp ndence took peace between his 


right hon. Friend and himself on the sub 
ect, but he Suppo ed it was ina privat 
letter which was lust, or it was not in 


? Li \ ' ' , 
proba He il was discussed tn private inte: 


VICWS Le tween them AN hit riche hon 
friend was ona visit with him about that 
Carnac The visiting justices referred to 
th rti if Ol { ran | it Superti- 


; } = } ] 
tendant, which merely stated, that the 


}man was a fdunatic, fancyine himself a 
! knight, and hay ne aright to an estate 
and to a castle. That certificate was dated 
the Sth of Sc pt mber, and the man was 


| liberated on the 3rd of October. Now, he 
| had ine) ask, if the Vp pare HY nsions which the 
1 . ‘ 1 Fi 

right hon. Gentienian h id relerre dl to, pre 


| ] P ont 
vaiiecd in the county of Kent as to Thom 


i} beme a dangerous person, and likely to 
| cc ninit personal violence, if that were tl 
|gencral opinion in the county of Keut, 
} was th not dike ly that the vi ling mac 
| trates would have sent some account ot 
their be ings appre hensive of danger from 


his liberation ? ‘The right hon. Gentleman 
’ 


might say, ti was their wish to avoid all 


| interference with the matter. Could, li 
| asked, any thing incline them, from politi 
| cal motives to refuse giving information to 
| the Seeretary of State. He believed the 
| truth to be this, as the nieht hon. Gentle- 
} man had, on a former night, stated it, that 


neither the magistrates nor any one else 
thought that Thom was likely to be at all 
dangerous, if placed und r proper care 
when released from a lunatic asylum, He 
considered the conduct of th: father of 
Thom very extraordinary; for he had 
engaged to him—and the man had ad- 
mitted it in a letter which he had sent 

that proper care should be taken of his 
|son; but, instead of providing for him as 
i he ought to have done, he delivered him 
over to a person named Francis, a friend 


diate danger from a person confined in a] of Thom, and a person not fitted for such 
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| viicl » th teat) : } 
in th Wa WHICHL Lie thought was the 
' . \ ; 
most conducive to the ends ol public jus- 
a Ti | 4} 7" . P : ; n as +, 
tice, ana at the same tim ») aS not tO 


inflict upon individuals greate: pain than 


was necessary for the ends of 


tice. pi 3 
sentiments, he readily concurred in_ the 
appointment of a committee, nd he hoped 
that when that committee was appointed, 
if would be influenced more by the desire 
oundly, sancly, : 


ulee in the hope of making outa 


sir li SSey | Vid) ia \s ihave cen SO 
distinetly referred to by t right hon 
Baronet, | hi the Ilouse will so far in- 


it 4 ] i ] } 
luivge Ine, aS tO hear My rept ) t 








Livi  S ti 
} > 4 
lease of the unfortunate nan to a vote @iven 


A 1} } . my : See? 
at the Cornwali election. ii} rivnt hon. 


2 ” | } Le 10 } , " 
Baronet has statea, that he IS 1h possession 


‘COMMONS} 





| 
| 
| 
| 
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of documents which contain information 
not fitted for this House, but only to be 
produced upon a committee. 1 call upon 
the right hon. Baronet to say whether or 
not his information is contained in an 
anonymous letter. Ilas he, or has he not 
received an anonymous letter. Will the 
rizht hon. Baronet have the goodness to 
ive mean answer? I nowtell the House 
» that he has 


tt i and | how 


that it has been stated to m«¢ 
received an anonymous 
isk the House whether it ts fit, o1 proper, 
or becoming, that an anonymous letter 


should be brought uy b- 


i@ means of su 
stantiatine an accusation against an in- 
dividual. During my life ] have received 
many anonymous letters, but I always 
treated them with the c mtempt that they 
leserved, or I put them into the hands of 
+} ] | 


i¢ individual who was attacked in them. 


| should like to know are the right hon. 
Baronet’s suspicions made up of such ma- 
terials? What part of my life could have 
riven rise to his suspicions? What have 


| the right hon. 
Baronet suppose that I could be cuilty of 


/ j 
i 


| > } 
ever done that could mak 


what he has charged me with he right 
hon. Baronet once came and asked me a 
favour in my oftice {Sir £. Anatchbull was 
understood to express dissent |. Do vou 
Say it 1 not ( Does th right hon, 


>. ¢ ] a) ’ 
Baronet say that such isnot the fact ? 


Sir EB. Nnatchbull: I have not the 


slichtest idea of what the right hon. Gen- 
tleman relerri to. 

j Huss V7 ? You came to my 
) ind Ske | m — | oucht to \ th 
right | Baronet came to my oflice, and 
| tat d i an u t¢ k of mec 5 
it was to place his brother in the Hors 
‘ | +] ] 
\rtillery ] w ask the right hon 
B ro} li] | 14 | ranclitinn \f 
yaronet, dtd make If a condition ot 


ranting him that favour that the right 

Baron 1 hould cone and vive his 
vote to this side of the House? And | 
yn have insulted the right hon. 
asking that from him, as | 
sing the meanest individual in 


lat the ce ndition for the release 





ol his son should be his riving me his vot F 


f say that there is no part of my conduct 
) vcs tes auhal rae : : j 
through life which can give any man the 


right to suppose, that I could be guilty of 
such conduct. I can only state, most 
distinctly, that it is within this week, and 
this [ say upon my honour, that I ever 
heard that this man had voted for Si 
\ When my 
noble Friend asked me the question if he 


William 'lrelawney or for me. 
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had done SO, l was not aware ol it. llav- j received he election tool 

ing thus pledged my honour to that fact, | Sth of August, and the letters he referred 

I believe L might sit down. During a ser- | to were dated the Lith and 16th of Aueust. 

vice of fifty years in a profession particu- | He had also another letter, which sent 

larly sensitive as to the point of honour, | to him by t mother-in-law of Thi n. f 
| 

believe, that after the ple dge Lhave given, | was POLO 

I might let the case rest here. But I wis 
| | 


lo Sir hi \ , 2B 
now toshow to the louse, shortly and i 
distinctly, and by document, that th pis. as eo 7 Ake 
“a . »? 1 , ; ! ST . { ’ 
release of that poor man courd have had E ; } ; 


nothing to do with the election for ¢ 
wall. It was not necessary for me to get | from him, I trust. prove mv j 
votes for the county in that way.” The hon. yw tl [ an 1S 
and gallant Member then proceeded t prevent 
that his opponent was five weeks in th pen, S l 


field before him. He had himself nev ; . ae get % ih 

canvassed. He had attended i poh ppp 
markets and fairs and he might have , " 
brought his influence to bear upon vate charact 1om 

many voters who had promis | his hon. I \ nN] Pp 1 f Vil 
opponent, but he declined exercising it. | ' Mr. J » | tM in to 
He said to every man who declared | 'y ae ee 


had promised to vote for 
hat he would not ask any such person 
xeak his word. He wished now to show 
distinctly, that the release of Courtenay had | wt thy d 
} 


{ 
] 
} 


nothing to do with the county of Cornwall is 

election. [lis hon. Friend, M Turn i 

had given a letter to Thom’s father, but | ¥; n t - 
| } } 


when it was delivered to him he could n 


recollect—he could not say whether the ¢ 
letter was broucht to him before or afte: : 
the election The rieht hor Baro tv 
mistaken in upposing, that | 
Thom’s father. He should n n f 
him if he entel d that House ; but ! y WAS 5 S 
knew, that there were some of 1 y's | e, strated y 
connexions in the nel hbourhood | 
Columb. <A friend writing to his | 
Friend on the subject said this:— g 
[have but now n Mr. 7 ; 

Ferris’s request. H iforms me, that 
} ; ; } ‘ ' t { 

oOutatl rrinight a ‘ ii Behe ‘ . , 
that he delivered t ces li Vivial t } ; ( 
Bodmin. There wa public | vi 
on that day, und as S oo 
room, Thom ive | } i 
his permission to writ him ont t | . é tally ranted 
of his son, which was granted; not x else l i ty lt ict Cast 
took place ee | f \i me i f . it 

He understood, that the lett 
delivered to him until after the 6th of , +] 


August. This letter enclosed one from 
his unfortunate wife. Now, let any hon. | 
Member look to the two letters and see | 
whether it must not of necessity have been | 
the case, that this was the first time hi 
must have heard of the transaction. It} He asked whether, wli n application 
was impossible that he could have seen | of this kind was made by the father, the 
any of the family before these letters were | mother-in-law, and the wife of the un 
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occurred th AULIY OFC pa i 
They had, howeve: take 
within so short a distan 


quarters of the Church im | 


make men alrantot what} if 
at a distance from then 
] ri 
ities could be per tra i 
heel 

diate vicinity, ‘Lt 

] \ ' 4 
letter, beginning, ** My « \ 
(Courtenay. lle. 


not Sir) Willian ( lI 


neverthe less addi sed 
was signed "* Corde i | | 
W is anotlic riet dad 
Courtenay, Knight of Malt 


from Ikhentish vtliemen, ' ! 


thus, though they might hay 
bye pl li Jol \ ! j 


Our rootn if you al I 

tin th open a j 

to him to interest litnis 

would ro tO Su Tlu y Viv i 


Member read the answer of | 
lo certain questions ] 
Member :— 
cE. hb ky ; 
Did Sir tlussey Vis . Sey 


spect \ 
| 
Did You l 
( Chel 
] } 
ng b { thre 


refore Oivel Mmy VOLE 

Sir Hussey Vi id S 

Last Wi 1 thin 

Jolin Rus l a | \ 

Ilussey Vivian?’ ‘N 

letter I received fro Sir I \ Lia 

herewith forwarded to y i | 
Having put these questions ad ree PE. } t have 

these answers, he would show, that the very ice of 

letter which this person supposed he re- 

ceived from Sir Hussey \ lid { Ol 


receive from him, but from hi Ch i 
It was dated the 7th of S ptemb | 

it merely acknowledeed the recei v | sylui 
letter of the 13th of August, ar 1 there 

was not a word about the election \ t] 
one of these letters. He would 1] 

House that he suggested to the fan f | hi 

Thom to apply to Sir Hussey Vivian, and | for | 
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Mr. Turner: Yes; but what was the 
condition of the free pardon? * It is re 
quested that William Courtenay may not 
be discharged till his father, or some per- 
son acting for him, attends at the asylum 
to receive the prisoner.” 
place under the eyes of the magistrates, 
and they must, of course, have believed he 
was ina sound state. When it was con- 
sidered what mischievous and fatal con- 
sequences had followed in the county of 


The release took 


COMMONS} 





Kent, that it was with the knowledge of | 
the magistrates that this unfortuuate man } 


had been enlarged, and that afterwards he 
was suffered to traverse the country with 


¢ ae | 
a number of followers, most of them armed, 


and that a person could not be found who 
would apply to have him confined and pro- 


secuted, whercby the county would have | 
been spared these scenes ; he thought much | 
| preventing this subject of reproach from 
Mr. Handley observed, that he had yen- | 
tured, on the part of those who had sent 


blame was imputable somewhere. 


him to that House, to protest, during the 


irregular discussion which took place be- | 


fore this motion caine on, against the 
abandonment of the public interest in- 
volved in a debate on a question of a party 
nature, and of a party quarrel. He had 
been stopped at this observation, he was 
sure very properly, by the Speaker, and 
prevented from going on with the subject 
any further. The right hon. Baronet Op- 
posite (Sir E. Knatchbull) disclaimed, at 
the commencement of his speech, anything 
like party feeling, and denounced, in th 
strongest terms, the imputation which his 
(Mr. Handley’s) remarks conveyed ; but in 
the course of that speech he furnished him 
with a complete justification of what h 
had felt it his duty tostate. ‘Io those who 


| mittee would not 


paid attention to the right hon. Baronet’s | 


speech, there was not only in his matter 
but in his manner an evident party zeal, 
which displayed itself in the minute details 
into which he entered, to show how the 


relatives of Thom and how he himself 


voted, as well in an attempt to prove, 
that the return of his rizht hon. Friend 
was connected with this poor man’s release. 
The right hon. Baronet also stated, that, in 
the conversation in which he took part, 
the general complaint was, that such a 
person as Thom should have been released. 
He could only say, that relatives near and 
dear to him had perilled their lives in order 


to prevent this occurrence, and one of 
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tunate person; and when he rode up to 
ask this person to surrender himself (which 
he did not find by any of the papers on the 
table that the magistrates had done), he 
was placed between two fires, and narrowly 
escaped with his life. It was natural, then, 
that he should make inquiries into the 
matter; but he must say, that he did not 
find in everybody’s mouth the exclamation, 
“ Why was this man released!” But the 
universal matter of astonishment was, that 
such things should have been allowed to 
exist in the county of Kent, and that there 
could have been found in that civilized 
place unfortunate, ignorant, and misguided 
wretches, suse ptible of being acted on by 
this deluded man in the manner that had 
been proved. He should feel justified by 
the strong and almost universal support 
by the public, of the view which he took in 


being stirred any farther in that House did 
he not think, that inquiry was called for in 


justice to the noble Lord (Lord J. Russell), 


and his right hon. Friend (Sir H. Vivian). 
IIe felt it incumbent on him, however, to 
move, in addition to the motion of the 
right hon. Baronet, Sir E, Knatchbull, 
calling for an inquiry into the circum- 
stances of Thom’s release, these words, 
| 


¢ 
the lower orders of East Kent, the scene of 
these occurrences.” 
the House acceded to his motion it would 
produce one good effect, that the com- 
sit for nothing, but would 


at least arrive at the conclusion that if 


infortunate lunatic should 
appen to be discharged he should not be 
allowed to go at large in East Kent, wher 
so many ignorant and fanatic people dwelt. 

Lord Albert Conyngham : Connected as 
I am with the city where this unfortunat 
maniac rendered himself so notorious, | 
think it right to acquaint the House that 
it was not the lower orders alone that have 
been the partisans of this madman. The 
most respectable individuals were so 
blinded by party feelings as to vote fot 


him when he was a candidate for the re- 
presentation of the city of Canterbury. 
Two most respectable Conservative trades- 
men proposed and seconded him as a fit 
and proper person to sit in this House. 
Gentlemen of liberal professions, and even 
a clergyman of the Church of England, all 
of Conservative politics, voted for him ; 


1creafter any 





| 
1 
l 


them, Major Handley, formerly a Member | and it is not the least lamentable part of 
of that House, was fired at by this unfor- | this man’s history, that in the nineteenth 


and also into the state of education of 


He believed, that if 
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century, centlemen should be found, so} to propose any alteratior to the Gentle- 
carried away by party feelings, as to wish | men select | from his own side of th 
to see as a Member of this Hor 

dividual whom the hon. Member for East! any of thos nthe other side anv Men 
Kent has stated to have been notoriously | ber who agreed with him in oj Pan 


rT ; 
se, an In- | rilouse 5 nor did he mean to subst tute for 


a dangerous maniac. was content, that there should rd- 
Viscount [Towick said, that he should,! ing to the | nt pl sal, cight M 

in the first place, express his hope| bers from the Opposition, and seven from 

that his hon. Friend (Mr. Ilandley) | tl Minist it | ced, in 

would not press his amendment, because, | con s and tice, that th 


though he concurred in many of the ob- ht Geutlen : from the ot 


servations which fell from his hon. Friend, | side gs 


he feared it would not answer the purpose | periet cter, and tnited. as 
of clearing up in public opinion the cir-} much as w ( , tt of 
cumstances out of which this untor t | | usted 
transaction sprung. He also rose that the | t hon. 
another purpose, a! d that was to ut at) Bay t(s IR. | : | nvineed 
the House to suspend until to-morrow the | from his Xt nce in the office 
nomination of the Committee for whic! Wh \ s well as from 
the right hon. Baronet had moved. He, j his talents a h ter, that he was the 


that this subject should be fully and fairly | on this subje: bn reoht hon. Gen- 
investigated, which he thought was abs tlem s honour | id the utmost confi- 
lutely necessary after the statement mad gence, -< i | ‘ Sital in come 


like his noble Friend, was most anxious | most fit } to | 1 opinion 
] 
| 


by the right hon. Gentleman, and the in- | mitting the ease of b e and right ho 
vidious insinuations with which his whol | Friends to the rght hon. Barone t’s hands 
speech was filled. This was a question | He trusted, that t ight Baronet 
which ought to be investigated, particulaily | whom he thus appealed to, would not 
after the temper which had been displayed fuse t rve on this Committee; becaus 
by those who were not justly liable to the | there $s no in mincing the matte 


imputation of entertaining the strongest his noble and right hon. | nds were 


and most eager opinions in politics. He,! called on to answer no | i charge than 


i 
thought the Committee should be composed | tha 
of men of high station and experience— } authority—of debasing and degrading in 
men in whose character and judgment | the eyes of every honourable man, by em- 


¢ 


even their adversaries placed confidence. | ploying them tor the meanest ind dirtiest 
There were such men to be found on the | of politica I pa purpos thos 


other side of the House. It was unpleasant | powers which were committed t 
~—it was deeply painful—to him to make | hands f he purpose of securing 
observations on this Committee, according | administration of justice to all classes and 
as he found by the pape: 
to be moved by the right hon. Baronet. | no 
But having communicated with the right | against public men; and it was the more 


it was intended | all ranks in this great country. This was 


} , 
rt or ordinary charee to be brought 


hon, Gentleman, and having met from | invidious, because not openly and directly 
him a positive refusal to adopt any sug- ; made on matter to form the ground of an 
eestion as to what he (Lord Howick) con- | act of impeachment, but conveys | by the 
ceived to be an improvement in th form- | strongest insinuations, with a_ professed 
ation of the Committee, he had no re- | absence of all party topics. With these 
source but to bring another list before the | observations he should take the liberty of 


} 
‘ 


notice of the House, and to call on t 

House to defer the nomination to another | begged to be understood as not throwing 
day, when they might have an opportunity | the slightest imputation on those whom 
of considering the list of the right hon. | he meant to omit, though he must with 
Baronet, and that which he submitted, to 
declare which of the two was most likely 
to give a fair and impartial determination | right bon. Baronet who did appear to 
on this subject. He should read the list | have his feelings strongly excited on this 
of the right hon. Baronet and that which | subject—he meant the hon. and learned 
he meant to propose, He did not mean | Member for Aylesbury (Mr. Praed), as he 


ie | reading the two lists; and in doing so, he 
] 
A 


fairness admit that there was one hon, 


| 

} 

| Member whose name was proposed by the 
: 





3 
y 
if 
4 
> 


cheered very heartily all that fell from the 

right hon, Baronet respecting the Corn- 
i } l q 

Wall election. Now, as there were SoMme 


on the right hon. Baronet’s list who apn- 


i ] } 
oeared te v« very ly actu ad DY 
| 
party it $s, SO other f less 
») | ' 
Xperience and i tatioi that bic ( 


he | 
mi > 
ih list pr } byt ! Dare t 
wa s 101) S i Whatenoull, 
| \ \7 { 
i it QO 1 ii vi H iu } 
' 
Vi j ss ofr Ch OS, \ { i 
i 
\q ) } i | 
Yi | l G. i} Sha y { i \ 
Vir. Harvey, Lord El vir. I 
sii it | i { : l I 
n } \ i> ] 
Mir. Plampti md 24 t 1 
ist prop ad omitted ¢ 
| , 
Karl of Lincoln, the M \ 
, , 
Ir. Praed, and Mr. D nd proj 
}) | 
} t | 
ji i it pia hie ( i 
t | 1 < 1 1) j \ 
a 24% ] is; « i I : a { 
) ‘ ' 
R. Clis thie } 1 i \ 
j 
, | | | 
would coi il it 1 t 
} wie. \ 
Li} {St ucht t vo prit 1 wil tl 
voles and taken into SI] ! ( ) 
morrow or some future aay 
Mr. Pracd said, the’ ¢ | 
t. “Ca he ili 
' ' ; ; ; 
Which has been nad to m is’ the biy 
| } | 
reason Wiiy | pr sent myself to tix [| ti 
| fo +] 1] 
i do ne t refer to th CO i { H havi 
, ’ 
Lord, and say which of us hh xhibited a 


freatel dispositi n to treat a subject of 
spirit; neither will | refer to t 
of those who h ive a lare ssed the House 


great yuan ial investigation in a factious 
he speeches 


} m } 
further than t say, that they failec { 
| | ! 
staublish. in inv mind, a chargee which, il 
re } | nsidered rhe ! most ft 
| 
| j } ‘ 
ran haracte) md W ela | i 
TRL t ol reat i é importance, 
, . " 
caine To OUS t | of ft 
] 
a «alice that view and with that 
' sh Dei 
leell hat [ te fied the attention which 
| 
thought the quest! leman by th 
! ; 
r\ h - pave I Vy col 
ion to tot y ire ( pt ra 
\ 
it lias ( ! j i } ODS iwion thie 
' 
it hon 1 oullar Grentleman (Sir ! 
| j } YYW mM) 
Vivian 10 | inti . Ly mind 
ly et i { vour ; if 
! 
f now i ! { { » sition of 
inl ! ' 7 1 
‘ee el ea jt ana tf 1 {hl 
} | { } , 
tall it stiberty 1 | ) Haim i 
1, ] i | t 
th Lord | Tat { Vig 
‘ nil ] ] ee 
»s | itl ath } [ 
} | 
Cuiistaiie i l 1 iy perl 
i 
maded i ‘ art Vill { { 
Om ft I } ! } ri OU ro 
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and unnecessary aflront put upon the 

VIembers to whom the noble Lord has ob- 

ected. Having, at the request of the 

ight hon. Baronet (Sir E. Knatchbull), 
| 


agreed to erve on this Committee, and 





ing prepared to do my duty fairly and 
impartially, [ must now consider myself 
rel a irom takine’ any P in that pro 
lin 

\Iarquess ee &, Havin 

uested y right hon. Frient 
’ Knatehbull) to sit on this Com- 
t¢ | I sh | not L 1Oll 
miy { I rt i} ) SCH 
i ti \ e 101 l nou if afte l 

the noble Lord ha 
ut t¢ a: vy chat Cte t— TO 
if my t ithon. friend 

thd ny \nd in so doin 
t rf » anv way wish to be understood 
\ sultme the nobl Lord’ Lord 
Ilo | feelin ibout , lor of them 
I am perfect rel but [ never will 
ullow tl 1oble Lord, or any man, to 


riticise mv conduct as an independent 
} 


' 1 , 
VIember, or to throw any doubt on the 
} 1 


honesty of any verdict which it may be 


Mr. D hy, havin been r¢ juested {o 
sit on this Committee, felt bound to admit 
that if the rizht hon. Baronet was selected 
on the gt und of superior ibilities and 


} 
t 


iter experience than those whose nam 


were pl posed to be omitted, all must 
have coneurred in the election, but he 
wished to know from the noble Lord (Lord 


Ifowick) on what rrounds he asserted that 





his honour was not as unimpeachable a 
that ot the right hon. Baronct. 

’ F , ] } 1 

Viscount Howr had not the smallest 


ditheulty in statine that he did not throw 


he slivhtest im] utation on those hon. Gen 


tlemen whose names he proposed to omit, 


a ippeal d tothos hon. Cir ntleme n who 


heard him, whether he had not expressly 
sed the words, that he meant no disre 
spect to the hose names he proposed to 
if All he said was, that he thoucht 
hel \ 1 rth up riot qualification 


i 
nh point of experience and station in that 


ilouse. Of course nothing could bi 
farther from his intention than to offer to 
any of those Gentlemen what the hon. and 
lea ned i mber who had last spoken 
seemed to feel was a personal atlront 
Nothing but necessity could make him ak: 
I) COUPES wl ch he had do 1; for on coni 
munication privately with the riohe hor 
Baronet { efused to curtail even Ole 














individual n 
uggest | 
we taviIal Is COl 
his seeking ; b 
md right hon. | 
ot object to th 
hon. Baronet (S 


tL his du { i 
" , i 
had Sut ¢) 


fair oitent ns ¢ 
Sir i. K 

ir R. Peel 
! ) } 

\ am ( tite 
pa i wit 
rriena tf ) 
eth j 
! ancl the | 
, 

ould 4 
| id 1 rt } 


htin. HH 


i l 
noble Tord. i} t 


upon 


the Committe: 





tion, after the manne 
had been made 1 
crested to his richt 
unde food Dim f 
of tl Ld 
whicl ii 
( }1 ie i | 
t kine th ! 
left for cer 
1) rs thal ce l 
thy duty of tl { 1 
Won of th eVvid 
debar them frou hic 
DEMO thi ( ( bat 
} } , 
Paratrves bitte 
the numbers mi 
it would he of 
Cvent of tt et 
ion on tt ( Mauct 
ihe the pDartle 
i 
hie t | i ( i hi < 
by his rroht hon 
} fed n to 
ttaiul i! uh of 
elect ’ ( 
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precedent. 
his right hon, Friend, the Member for 


Canterbury Fanatics— 


{COMMONS} 


He was not surprised that] ont 


| 


Kent, should desire an inquiy, for the 
satisfaction of the relatives and friends of | 


the deceased, or that the noble 
those whose conduct was called in q 
tion, should be equally desirous of an 
inquiry; but he never 
natural impulses into account; he s 
alwavs look into the abstract merits of t 


any party, 


ues- 


should take those 


case, without a desire to gratiiy 


| 
Lord, and | 


| 
| 


iould 


| There was no groun 


1120 


he paper was to be a mere farce. He 
could not at all understand what was the 
object of it, if they were to be precluded 
from considering whether the ( 


Liberating Lunatics. 


5 


‘ommitter 


would be a fair and impartial one, or from 


making alterations in its composition 
without having it supposed that they 
meant any undue disparagement to th 


Members named instance, 
whatever for sup- 


ie noble Lord meant to pass 


and nothing but the peculiar circum iny slight on any of the Gentlemen named 
stances of the present case could have] by the right hon. Baronet opposite. He 
induced him to consent to the appoint-| was sure all on his side would disclaim 
ment of the Committee. [He trusted that | any such imputation, though it was just 
the noble Lord opposite would withdraw possible that one of those hon. Genth 
the objections he had made to the pro-| men (the Member for Aylesbury) might 
posed list, and above all he hoped that} feel somewhat of the zeal of a novice for 
nothing would induce his hon. Friends} the opinions he had lately espoused. 
near him to countenance those objcctions | “ When | remember,” proceeded the hon. 


by refusing to serve. 


Sir H, ITardinge said, as he could not | 


arrogate to himself any higher character 
or greater honesty of purpose than th 
hon. Gentleman to whom the noble Lord 


had objected, he could not consent that | 


his name should remain on the list, for he 
should then feel, that he was acting in 
accordance with the fecling which dic- 
tated the noble Lord’s amendment. What- 
ever weight he might attach to the obser- 


vations of the right hon. Member for 


Tamworth relative to withdrawing from a | 


public duty, the noble Lord’s peculiat 


mode of proceeding in this matter was 
ealeulated to throw a slur on the hon. 


Gentleman to whom he had alluded, and 
he must therefore decline serving. 
Mr. R. H. Clive trusted he might be 


excused from serving on the Committee | 


named by the noble Lord, if the forms of 
the House would allow it. 

Sir R. Inglis hope d it might not be his 
painful duty to be compelled by a vote of 
the House to serve on the noble 
Committee. 
discharge the duty with greater reluctance 


him by the House. He trusted the noble 


' 


Lord’s | 


If it should be so, he should | 


| siderable tn 


I 
NT | ‘ f Esa 
MIember, “that a few years a 


and le d 


anniversary ¢ 


o that hon. 
Gentleman the 
f the death of King Charles 


y 


C( lebr ited 


rye 


Ist by a ealt’s head dinner at Cambridge, 
and when I remember that thos senti- 
ments were adhered to by him fora con 


ne afterwards, it may be sup- 
posed that with all his talents he may 
feel somewhat of the zeal of a convert.” 
There was no intention on that 
cast any slight on the hon. Gentlemen 
ho had been alluded to, but 


0 side to 


opposite Ww 
ot 


there was a determination not to permit 
the order of the House relative to print- 
ina the names of a Committee to be made 
ineffectual. The noble Lord had allowed 
the same number of names originally pro- 
posed on the opposite side to remain on 


the list; he left Gentlemen opposite in 
Il he asked 
was, that some change should be made in 
the persons sé lected. He hoped that the 
House would accede to the amendment, 
which he thought just and reasonable. 
Mr. Fraed was sure the House would 
allow him to say a few words. Whatever 


possession of the majority—a 


| opinions he had entertained, and to what- 
than any which had ever been confided to | 


j 


Secretary at War would not press his | 


amendment, which had had the effect of 
impressing men as honourable as_ himself 
with the conviction that he meant to im- 
pugn their personal honour, though he 
was sure the noble Lord had no such in- 
tention. 

Mr. E. L. 
that the ceremony of 
of those who were to 


Bulwer said, it appeared 
placing the names 


form a Committee 


ever extent he had modified them lone 
ago in the cloisters of Trinity College, he 
was not sucha fool as to suppose, that the 
House would be much interested in dis- 
cussing that question, however important 
it might seem to the hon. Member who 
had just spoken. ‘I shall only say,” 
continued the hon. Gentleman, “ with 
respect to the particular fact stated, that 
[ will not be so irritated by the grossly 
unfair nature of the attack made upon me, 
as to forget what I owe to the hon, Mem 
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ber, and what I owe to the orders of this | | hon. Member for Lincoln, and that answer 
House. ‘Therefore I attribute only to a| is, that there is no more truth in what he 
lapse of memory in the hon. Member the | has stated than the 1 the statement 


gross misstatement he has made.” imade by the ho Mem! ' In 

Mr. Pryme said, that he could not] thatin the University of Cam} e I cele- 
speak as to the fact alluded to by his h yn, | brated tl ! rs i ft it 1 of 
Friend, the Member for Lincoln, havi: Char { \] 


no knowledge on the subject, but 
would ask the hon. and learned Membe: Mr. / 
for Ay sbury whether he had not don mi! {] 

this ? [ Question. Hew peak r ft ( f 
question strictly. What h \ 
know from the hon, and !ear | 
for Aylesbury was, and he might ¢ I t of the 
vert it if be could, whether | hi l taken 
within two months of thet he wa tit a { t| t had ( ms 
returned to that [louse profess Lop 
adverse to those of a youthful ‘Lory ( had 
opinions which were extremely ish : 
if they did not amount to downright Ra- | 1 in s hon. 
dicalism ? Now, giving the he 


learned Gentleman every credit for goo nonst tring ae 
intentions, it was clear that he was lItab] | OW f f { ecedent 
to sudden convictions—to have new lizhts; period a man | ld itical 
breaking in upon his mind, | opinions than the he now entertained, 

Mr. W. Duncombe rose to order, and! he was. therefore acap tated from 
submitted, that the hon. Member for Cam- |} honourably dischargi his public duty. 
bridge was not speaking to the question | He put it to the noble Lord to say whether 


before the House. he would act upon such a principle ?— 

The Speaker said, that he must put it | whether he we uld deem a change of « pin- 
to the discretion of the hon. Member for] ion a ground for excluding a Gentleman 
Cambridge himself to determine how far | from becoming a Member cf a committee 
his argument related to the discussion | the duty of which was not to ide, but 
before the House. At present it seemed | simply to conduct, an inquiry, with a view 


to him (the Speaker) that the hon, Gen-} to ascertain , it y v to act 
tleman was anticipating the debate her upon su \ ( e, could say 
after to come on with reference to the} = 1 ii WW | nie thy 
nomination of the committee. ( mina- 
Mr. Pryme said, that if he were out of | 1 that | not ly | 


order he would at ounce submit; but be | d ! th haracter of th 
did not think he had de] irted from the i! ul ™ aeril i! ny} i t 
question under the consideration of the | | NI to perform t! 
House. However, he had but one sentence | dut Whether his es Sareea 
more to utter, and that was, that although, | ! , the Member for Ayl v had o1 
giving the hon. and learned Member for | had not | politi ( ior 
Aylesbury credit for the sincerity of the | sin ge ‘ 
conviction which influenced the change in | Cambri 1qu n into which 
his opinions, he thought that hon. and | the dany. to ingn it this he 
learned Gentleman had shown such a} wou _thati never hea his hon, 
versatility of judgment as rendered him |and learned Friend’s name mentioned 
unfit fora duty of this kind. | unaccompanied with t cnowledgment 
Mr. Praed: The hon. Member for} of t! igh honour by which on every 


Cambridge seems to assume, Sir, that | occasion his ce ict was onid d, in | the 
am unable to answer his question, andj talents by whi ie had gained distine- 
therefore he says I have shown such a] tion, that itled him to the weight and 


versatility of judgment as renders me in- | consideration he enjoyed in the University 
capable of being a good juror. | beg,| to which he belonged, as well as in the 
however, to give the bon. Gentleman the | councils of the nati 

same short answer that Ihave given tothe | Mr. £. J. Stan/ey admitted, that the 
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course pursued bi 
convenient, but then 
compell 1 to purs 
all knew H 
were bound to compri 
each othe on oce 
and the onlv obiect w! 
had in view 
of the e mittes 
that both part 
it. With this 
had asked the 
Member for F 

the names 

right hon. G 

to his noble | 
Friend ha | I 

to raise the object: 
for the purty f } 
altered \\ | res 
numbers 
tended to mak 


numbers would tj 


a 


favour of the hon. G 
eight to sev i 
thoucht, that Is ho 
vised WISt 
done, ind he trust 1. t] 
would take the sens¢ 
the subject, as | 
attainment of truth 
regard to party fectin 
Lord J. Russell 
and learned Meml 
left the Hou it Ww 


of the ho: 
Aylesbury forth 
"Mr. Hodges said 
produced much i 
would put it to th 
the Member for East 
would pre ceed furt 
Baronet must know, 
men who had been 
consequence of bein; 
transaction, were s| 
before the i ular ti 


and, therefore, the on 


proposed by the r 
have, would be toy 
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Harvey, D. W. 
Hawkes, T. 
Hepburn, Sir T. 
Hinde, J. H. 
Ilobhouse, Sir J 
Hope, hon. C. 
Hope, G. W 
Howick, Lord 
Hughes, W. B. 
Hurt, F. 

Inglis, Sir R. U. 
Jackson, Sergeant 


Kirk, P. 


Knatchbull, Sir FE, 


Knightley, Sir C. 
Labouchere, H 
Litton, LK. 
Lockhart, A. Ny 
Lowther, hon. ¢ 
Lygon, hon. Gen 
Mackenzie, T. 
Mahon, | ord 


Manners, Lord C.S 


Marsland, T. 
Marton, G. 
Master, T. W.C 
Mathew, G. B. 
Maule, hon. I’. 
Maunsell, T. P 
Miller, W. EH. 
Moneypenny, T. 
Morpeth, Lord 
Murray, J. A. 
Nicholl, J. 
Pakington, J. 8 
Palmer, G. 
Palmerston, Lord 


List of th 


Aglionby, Hl. A. 
Ainsworth, P. 
Archbold, R. 
Baines, E. 
Bannerman, A. 
Barnard, LE. G. 
Barry, G. S, 
Bernal, R. 
Bewes, T, 
Blackett, C 
Blake, W. J. 
Blewitt, R. J 
Bridgeman, H 
Briscoe, A | 
Brocklehurst, J. 
Brodie, W. B. 
Brotherton, J. 
Bulwer, EF. L. 
Busfield, W 
Cayley, E.S. 
Che ster, H. 
Childers, J. W. 
Craig, W. G. 


Dashwood, G. H. 


Denison, W. J. 
Dennistoun, J. 


D’Eyneourt, C. I 


Duckworth, S 


Parker, mie 
Parker, T. A. W. 
Peel, Si R 
Polhill, P 

FPraed, W. ©. 
Price, R. 

Pringle 9 A. 

Rae, Sir W. 
Rice, T. S. 
Rickford, Wi 
Rolfe, Sir R. M. 


Round, J 
Rushout, G 
Russell, Le I 
Sandon, Le 
Sinclair, Sir G 
som , Lord G 
Sta Li 
stuart, \. 
ugden, Sir I 
Surrey, Earl of 
Thomson, C. P 
Trench, Sir | 


Williams, W 
Winnington, T. 
Wood, ¢ 
Wyndh im, W. 
Young, J. 


TELLERS 
rremantle, Sit 


Stanley, EK. J 


{ 


Nors. 

Ed irds, J. 
hey 3. Sl LD ] 
Evans, G 
Fenton, J 

] neh, | 
French, | 
Cirattar I] 
Guest, J. J 
Ilandley, I. 
Hastie, A. 


Hawkins, J. HI. 
Ilayter, W.G. 
Hill, Lord A. M 
lloskins, hy. 
Hloward, T. TI 


Ingh im, R. 


sushington, Dr 
Lynch, A. H. 
Macnamara, W. 
Marsland, H 
Martin, J. 
Maule, W. Hi 
Morris, D 
Muskett, G. A 
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Sl ney, R. A. 


O'¢ onne ll, D. staunton, Sir G. 
O'Connell, J. Strickland, Sir G. 
}O’Connell, M. J. Strutt, E. 
1O’Connell, M Style, Sir C,. 
|O’Conor, D Turner, W. 


| Ord, W. 
ij Paimer, C. F. 


Vigors, N. A, 
Walker, C. A 


Parrott, J. Walker, R. 
Pp J Westenra, hon. H, 
| Pe 1, ¢ White, A, 
P \I White, S. 
Phi \I. Wilkins, W. 
P C. FA Williams, W. A 
Pryvme. ( Wilshere, W, 
Ra ttom, J Winnington, H, 
hi ton, TP. N Wood, G. W. 
R j Iie 
Run aaa TELLERS 
Salwey, ¢ rie Ilodges, T. L. 
Seale, Colonel Warburton, H 
(‘ommittee to be nominated. 
Ihe first name on the list (Sir E. Knateh- 
bulls) was agreed to. 
On | itting thi hame of the Karl of 
Ling it} 


ck moved, that the name 
of Sir Thomas Dyke Acland, be substituted 
for that of the Earl of Lincoln. 

Su EE. Knatchbull: I shall take the 


'sense of the House on this name. 


Sir R. i. Inglis asked, whether the 
consent of the hon. Member for North 
Devon, to the motion, had been obtained, 


las was usual 


Viscount Howick admitted, that it was 
usual to obtain permission of hon, Gen- 
tlemen before naming them on committees, 
but, in his opinion, the circumstances of 


this case were so peculiar, a list of names 


} having been proposed, which proved un- 
| satisfactory to one side of the House, that 


it became the duty of an hon. Member to 


jserve, and he should, therefore, persist in 


Hlouse 


his motion. 

Mr. Goulburn thought, that before the 
was called upon to say, that the 
Karl of Lincoln should not be on the com- 
mittee, it was reasonable, that the House 

] 


ishould have some grounds stated for ex- 


punging his name, 
Viscount Howick was perfectly aware 


} 


| of the difficulty imposed upon him by the 


} 
} 
} 
' 
! 


remark of the right hon. Gentleman, but, 
undoubtedly, he did not intend to assign 
hose reasons which led him to desire the 


i}omission of the noble Lord’s name from 


the committee: 


> 


he must say, however, 


i that it was impossible anything could be 


ifurther from his wish than to say one 


Olive word io the prejudice ot the noble 


(>) 
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Earl. Such an intention had never entered 
his mind, But he would appeal to the 
House, whether the committee as it now 
stood was a fair committee. He wished 
to ask every hon. Member who heard him, 
whether, speaking as men spoke in the 
lobby, and not speaking as they were in 
the habit of doing before that House, the 
objections he made to the list of the 
right hon. Baronet were reasonable or un- 
reasonable? Was the committee, as it 
stood, distinguished by a character of im- 
partiality, absence of excited feeling, great 
knowledge and great experience on ques- 
tions of great difficulty and great im- 
portance? Was that character so clear, 
he asked, without meaning the least per- 
sonal disrespect to the hon, Gentlemen to 
whose names he objected, that no improve- 
ment could be made in it; but while he 
said this, he must also add, that he felt 
so much the inconvenience of these per- 
sonal discussions, and he did so earnestly 
deprecate division on this subject, that he 
hoped, some alternative might be found. 
He, wished, therefore, to ask the right 
hon. Baronet (Sir E. Knatchbull) whether 
he would consent to let both lists be can- 
celled, except the right hon, Baronet’s own 
name, and then consult with his Friends 
on his own side of the House, and settle 
with Gentlemen on that (the Ministerial) 
side of the House—not with him—so that 
a committee satisfactory to both sides 
might be appointed. He made the pro- 
position because he felt himself in diffi- 
culty, that if the hon. Baronet (Sir T. Ac- 
land) were substituted by a party division, 
for the noble Earl, that hon. Baronet 
would probably decline to serve, He 
threw out this suggestion for the consider- 
ation of the right hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for East Kent, and the right hon. Ba- 
ronet, the Member for Tamworth. If the 
committee, as now constituted, were ap- 
pointed by the House, he should decline 
to serve. 

Sir E. Knatchbull said, if the noble Lord 
had made his proposition some days back 
he should have had no objection at all to 
it; but after what had passed he did feel 
most strongly, that he should not be dis- 
charging his duty if he gave way. 

Mr. Harvey could not consent to the 
ready construction which both sides of the 
House lad put upon the character of this 
committee when they designated it asa 
party committee. When he heard it 
stated, that there were eight Members of 


{COMMONS} 
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the committee on one side, and seven on 
the other, he, for one, as a proposed mem- 
ber of the committee, must beg leave to 
dissent from being marshalled in either 
party. If, therefore, any Gentleman were 
now computing the numbers and_ the 
balance of party in the committee, in 
order to arrive at an anticipation of which 
way their opinion might be likely to incline 
he must beg leave to tell that Gentleman 
that he was probably mistaken in his reck- 
oning as to which way his vote would be 
given, But with respect to the appoint. 
ment of this committee, he must declare, 
that it was disgraceful to the House, and 
calculated to render its character most 
unamiable with the people, if they were 


| led to think from the proceedings of the 


House that evening, that fifteen Gentle- 
men could not be found to do the duty of 
a committee of inquiry, who were likely to 
do that duty without being influenced by 
party feelings. Although he had been 
honoured by his name having been placed 
on the committee by the right hon. 
Baronet opposite, yet he could not con- 
sent to be a party to an inquiry, begun 
with party spirit, and which must, there- 
fore be unsatisfactory in its results, 

The House divided on the original mo- 
tion :—Ayes 104 ; Noes 134: Majority 


30 


List of the Aves. 


Acland, T. D. 
Adare, Lord 
Arbuthnott, H. 
Bagot, hon. W. 
Bailey, J. 
Bailey, J. junior 
Baillie, Colonel 
Baring, W. B. 
Barneby, J. 
Barrington, Lord 


Bentinck, Lord G. 
Blackstone, W, S. 


Blair, J. 
Blandford, Lord 


Blennerhasset, A. 


Bolling, W. 
Bramston, T. W. 
Bruce, Lord FE. 
Chandos, Lord 
Chapman, A. 
Chute, W. L. W. 
Clive, R. I. 
Courtenay, P. 
Cresswell, C. 


Dalrymple, Sir A. 


Darby, G. 
Darlington, Lord 
De lloysey, S, HH. 


Dowdeswell, W. 
Dunbar, G. 
Duncombe, W. 
Dungannon, Lord 
Katon, R. J. 
Egerton, W. T. 
Feilden, W. 
Feilden, 1% 
lector, J. M. 
Filmer, Sir E. 
Forester, hon. G, 
Gaskell, J. M. 
Gibson, Me 
Gladstone, W. E. 
Gordon, Captain 
Graham, Sir J. 
Granby, Marquess of 
Grimsditch, ‘TI. 
Hale, R. B. 
Halford, H. 
Hardinge, Sir ff. 
IIawkes, T’. 
Henniker, Lord 
Hepburn, Sir T. B. 
Hinde, J. H. 
Iiolmes, W. 
Hope, hon. C. 
Hope, G, W, 
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Hughes, W. B. 
Hurt, F. 

Ingham, R. 
Inglis, Sir R. H. 
Jackson, Sergeant 
Jermyn, Earl 
Kerrison, Sir F. 
Kirk, P. 


Knatchbull, rt. bon. 


Sir E, 
Knightley, Sir C. 
Litton, KE. 
Lockhart, A. M. 
Lowther, Colonel 
Lygon, General 
Mackenzie, T. 
Mahon, Viscount 
Manners, Lord C, S. 
Marsland, T. 
Marton, G. 
Master, T. W. 
Mathew, G. B. 
Maunsell, T. P. 
Miller, W. I. 
Monypenny, T. G. 
Nicholl, J. 
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Pakington, J.S. 
Palmer, G. 
Parker T. A. W 
Peel Sir R, 
Polhill, F 

Praed, W. T, 
Price, R. 

Pringle, A. 

Rae, rt. hon. Sir W 
Round, J. 
Rushout, G. 
Sandon, Viscount 
Sinclair, Sir G. 
Somerset, Lord G. 
Stanley, Lord 
Sugden, Sir E. 


Thomas, Colonel IL. 


Trench Sir F. 
Vere, Sir C. B. 
Vivian, J. FE. 
Wyndham, W. 
Young, J. 


TELLERS. 
Freemantle, Sir T. 


Baring, H. B. 


List of the Nors. 


Abercromby, G. 
Adam, Admiral 
Aglionby, H. A. 
Ainsworth, P. 
Archbold, R. 
Baines, FE. 
Bannerman, A. 
Barnard, E.G. 
Barry, G. 5. 
Beamish, I’. B. 
Bernal, R. 
Bewes, T. 
Blackett, C. 
Blake, M. J. 
Blake, W. J. 
Blewitt, R. J. 
Bodkin, J. J. 
Bowes, J. 
Bridgeman, II. 
Briscoe, J. 1. 
Brocklehurst, J. 
Brodie, W. B. 
Brotherton, J. 
Bulwer, E. L. 
Busfield, W. 
Byng, G. 8. 
Campbell, Sir J. 
Cayley, E.S. 
Chester, H. 
Childers, J. W. 
Craig, W. G. 
Dashwood, G. H. 
Davies, Colonel 
Denison, W. J. 
Dennistoun, J. 
D'Fyncourt, C. T. 
Duckworth, S. 
Edwards, J. 
Evans, Sir G. de L. 


Evans, G, 
Fenton J. 
Fergusson, R.C. 
Finch, F. 
Fleetwood, P. I. 
French, F. 
Gordon, R. 
Grattan, H. 
Grey, Sir G. 
Guest, J. J. 
Handley I. 
Harvey, D. W 
Ilastie, A. 
Hawkins, J. H. 
IIayter, W. G. 
Hill, Lord A. M. 
Hindley, C. 
Hobhouse, Su Jie 
Ifodges, T. L. 
Hoskins, K. 
Howard, P. H. 
Howick, Lord 
Ifume, J. 
Humphrey, J. 
Hurst, R. I. 
Jephson, ©. DEO. 
Jervis, J. 
Labouchere, H. 
Lefevre, C.S. 
Lister, EB. €. 
Lushington, Dr. 
Lynch, A. H. 
Macnamara, W. 
Marsland, H. 
Martin, J. 
Maule, hon. F. 
Maule, W. H. 
Morpeth, Lord 
Morris, D, 


{COMMONS} 





| Philips, M. 
| Phillpotts, J. 


} Ponsonby, G. I A. ( 3 
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Murray, J. A. 
Muskett, G. A, 
Q’ Brien, C. Strutt, E. 
O’Connell, D. Style, Sir C. 
O'Connell, J. Surrey, Earl of 
O'Connell, M. J. ‘Thomson, ¢ mm 
O’Connell, M. Troubridge, 
Ord, W. Turner, F. 
Palmer, C.F ‘Turner, W. 
Palmerston, Lord Vigors, N. A. 
Parker, J. Vivian, Sir R. H 
Parrott, J Walk« ry CG. le 
Pease, J. Walker, I. 
Pechell, Capt Wallace, R. 
Warburton, IT. 
Westenra, If. R. 
White, A. 

White, S. 

Wilkins, W. 
Williams, W. 

WW iihams, VW e A. 
il S: W lishers ) W 
Winnington, T. E 
Winnington, H. J. 
Wood, G. W. 
Wrightson, W. B. 


Stuart, V. 
Strick] ind, sil G, 


Pryme, G 
Ramsbottom, J. 
Redington, x N. 
Rice, EK. R. 
Rice rt. hon. 
Rolfe, Sir R. M. 
Rundle, J. 
Salwey, Colonel 
Seale, Colonel 
Slaney, R. A. 


Smith, R. V. rELLERS. 
Staunton, Sir G, Stanley, E. J. 
Steuart, R. Wood, C. 


The name of Sir T. Acland was sub- 
stituted. 

On the question that the Marquess of 
Chandos be one of the members of the 
same committee, 

Viscount Howick moved, that the name 
of Sir R. Peel be substituted for that of the 
Marquess of Chandos. 

Sir R. Peel said, that the occasions 
were very rare on which he shrunk from 
the performance of any duty which the 
House might think fit to impose on him ; 
but in order to record his sense of the 
injustice of the objections made to the 
appointment of the noble Marquess, he 
would, on this occasion, break through 
his customary rule, and decline to serve 
on the committee. 

Sir F. Trench could not abstain from 
stating, that the conduct of the noble 
Lord was somewhat extraordinary in hav- 
ing proposed the name of the right hon. 
Baronet on the bench below him. The 
noble Lord could not have so far forgotten 
that he had but the evening before ascer- 
tained, in a private conference, that the 
right hon. Gentleman had an objection to 
serve on the committee. 

Viscount Howick: The objection made 
by the gallant Officer was of so idle and 
trivial a nature, that he scarcely thought 
it necessary to notice it. What the gallant 
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Officer had stated was perfectly true, that 
the right hon. Baronet had expressed an 
unwillitigness to serve upon the committee; 
but, then, he understood, that the right | 
hon. iy 
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Baronet’s reluctance to serve arose | 
out of feelings of delicacy towards a poll- 
tical opponent. However, it was the de- | 
sire of his political opponents, and it was 
equally desirable for the House and the 
country that the right hon. Gentleman 
should serve upon the committee. [le 
trusted, under these circumstances, that 
the reluctance of the right hon. Baronet 
would yield to these considerations. All, 
then, that he could do under the circum- 
stances, would be to persist in the amend- 
ment which he had moved. 

Mr. W. Duncombe thought a motion of 
this kind ought to have some grounds to 
support it. It was incumbent upon the 
noble Lord to state any objections which 
he entertained towards his noble Friend, 
the Member for Buckinghamshire. There 
was no man in the House who, on the 
ground of his long experience, ought to 
be considered to have more fitness for the 
discharge of duties of this kind. His noble 
Friend had, for the last twenty years, been 
a Member of that House, and, during all 
that time, his noble Friend had paid the 
greatest attention to all the important 
questions that had come under the atten- 
tion of Parliament. The objection urged 
against the Earl of Lincoln’s youth, and 
want of long experience of the business of 
Parliament, did not apply to his noble 
Friend, the Marquess of Chandos. ‘The 
noble Lord would not manifest a proper 
degree of courtesy to the House, and 
would not show that respect to the House 
which was its due, if he did not put them 
in possession of some reasons for the course 
he now pursued. But the noble Lord was 
confident in his majority, and he thought 
doubtless that his sic volo, sic jubeo stat 
pro ratione voluntas ought to be sufficient. 
If the noble Lord thought otherwise, he 
would have condescended to inform the 
House what were the objections which he 
entertained towards his noble Friend. The 
Noble Lord opposite, in refusing to state 
the ground of objection to the noble Lord’s 
fitness to serve on the committee, had 
laid down a doctrine to which he, as an 
independent Member of that House, felt 
bound in the strongest manner to object. 

Sir BE. Knatchbull said, after the division 
that had taken place, it was quite manifest 
that the power of naming the committee 
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now rested in the hands of the noble Lord. 
He would, therefore, leave the appoint- 
ment of the committee entirely in the 
hands of the noble Lord, being perfectly 
aware that, in the names he was about to 
propose, he was not likely to receive the 
sanction of the noble Lord or his friends. 
He, therefore, now left entirely to the 
noble Lord the nomination of the com- 
mittee. 

Viscount Flowick was anxious to settle 
the question amicably, and it was by no 
seeking of his that anything unpleasing 
towards any individual had taken place. 
He was sure that the House would not 
sanction such appeals as had been made 
to him by the hon, Baronet and the Mem- 
ber for Yorkshire, that he was bound to 
state what objections he entertained to- 
wards the noble Marquess. Nothing could 
be further from his intention than to mean 
anything personally offensive to the noble 
Marquess. He could not state any further 
reasous for wishing the change than this, 
that he thought that the right hon. Baro- 
net (Sir Robert Peel} would make a more 
useful member of the committee than the 
noble Marquess. 

The Marquess of Chandos, after what 
had occurred, could not leave the House 
without making a few observations. When 
the noble Lord opposite had done him 
the honour to mention his name, he felt 
bound to say, with respect to any opin- 
ions which the noble Lord entertained of 
him, or towards him, they were to him 
a matter of the most perfect indifference. 
But he must take the liberty to say, that 
when the noble Lord brought forward an 
accusation against him before the House 
and the country, he had a right to ascer- 
tain the reasons that existed for that ac- 
cusation. He had a right to ask the 
noble Lord why he had objected to him as 
unfit to serve upon that committee. The 
noble Lord stated, that he had moved the 
substitution of the name of the hon. Ba- 
ronet, because that he would be a more 
useful member of the committee. He 
fully concurred in that opinion, and he 
thought that the highest service that could 
be conferred upon the committee would 
be to place the name of the right hon. 
Baronet upon it. It was not his intention 
to put the House to the trouble of any vote 
upon this subject, for when an objection 
was made to placing his name upon the 
Committee, he would not consent under 
such circumstances to serve upon that come 











Rushout, G. 
Sinclair, Sir G 


List of the Noxs. 


Abercromby, 
re Lie 
Adam Admiral 


Aclionby, If. A. 


Archbold, Rh. 
Baines, | . 


Jannerman, A, 


Barnard, E.G 
Barry, G.S. 
Beamish, F. B 
Bx ral, K. 
Bewes, T. 
Blackett, ¢ 
Blake, Ml. J 
Blake, W. J 
Blewitt, R. J 
Bodkin, J. J 
Bowes, J 
Bridgeman, I. 


Briscoe, J. |. 


. | 


Brocklehurst, we 


Srodie, W. bL. 
Brotherton, J. 
Bulwer, FE. L. 
Busfeild, W. 


Byng, rt. hon. G. $ 
Campbell, Sir J. 


Cayley, I. S. 
Chester, H. 
Childers, J. W 
Dashwood, G. 
Davies, Colon: 
Dennison, W. 
Dennistoun, J, 
Duckworth, S 
Edwards, J 


Kivans, Sir D. L. 
? 


Iivans, G. 
Evans, W. 
Venton, J. 
lergusson, rt 
Finch, FP. 

| iT etwo vl, { ‘ 
C;ordon, R. 


Grattan, H 


Grey, sir G. 
Cruest, a Set ie 
[landley, H 


Ifastie, A. 
Llawes, B. P 


Hawkins, J. Hi. 


tlayter, W, G, 


Hill, Lord A. M, ¢ 


esis 
liobhouse, rt. hon 


Sil Bie 


Hobhouse, T. B. 


Ilodges, TI. I 
Lio , K 
1] i 1 P 1] 
ae ; 
Llur 3 
Hur R. E! 
Jey Ged 
Labouche 

Tl ( 

Li one 
Lu 1) 
Nin 

NI, d, ti 
Ma J 
Martin, T. B 
Maule I 
Viaul Vie 
ny ’ 
oF . 
lorp ( 
POT] > 
Morris, D 


Murray, rt. hor 


Muskett, G. A. 
O’Brien, W 


O’Connell, D. 
© Connell, J 


QO’Connell, M. Je 


©O’Connell, M. 
() d. V\ : 
Paget, Lord A 
Palmer, C. F. 


Palmerston, Viscount 
|}? ott. J 
Pease, J. 
Peche . pta 
1) ! 
! lilap) ive 
iD 
tly a 
1 v. ( | 
A ¢ 
( 
: 
i Ae 
i? 1 \ 
i OD; 25 
, 
Rice, R. 
- : 
it : | 
i « 
iY, Si 
Runadl j 
! | 
Seu 4 ioOnei 


the wish of the 


‘ 

; 

i 1 135 Cant rbury Fanata S- FCC )MMONS} Rele asing Lunatics. ] 136 

* Palmer, G. Somerset, Lord G, Steuart, R. White, A. 

j Parker, T. A. W Stanley, Lord Stuart, V. White, S. 
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The name of Sir Robert Peel was 


placed on the committee. 


The Speaker said, that it was his duty 
to acquaint the House that Mr. Praed, a 
Member of that House had been ordered 
place in that House, but 
House could not now be 
carricd into eflect, as the hon. Member 


to attend in his p 


| could not be found, 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer said, 


that the object which the House had in 


view in making the order, could not be 


| carried into effect, with respect to the 


Gentleman who was absent, but they 
could follow it up with respect to the 
Gentleman who was present. He there- 
fore intended to move, that the Gentleman 


| Who was in his place, should be called on 
| by the Speaker. It became his duty to 


1 


| move, that the hon. Member should be 


called on in his place to give a promise to 
the House that he did not intend to carry 
any further the matter which had occurred 
that evening, 

The Speaker said, after what had oc- 
curred, it became his duty to inform the 


| hon. Member for Lincoln, that the House 
| . 
| expected that he would give them an as- 


surance that he did not intend to accept 
any hostile message on the part of the 


| hon. Member who had left his place. He 
i wished to know did the hon. Member 
' consent to this ? 


Mr. Bulwer rose and made some brief 
observations which did not reach the 
callery. 

The Speaker stated, that he did not ex- 


press to the hon. Member his own opinion, 
| 


| but the opinion of the House, and in de- 


ference to that opinion he now ealled 
upon the hon. Member to give the House 
that assurance on his part which it was 


| reasonable for him to expect. 
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My. Z. L. Bulwe trusted, that what- 
ever party feelings might exist, honorable 
Members would feel somewhat for the 
character of a fellow-member, and would 
be as indulgent to him as the peculiar po- 
sition in which he then stood, might seem 
to require. He was not aware of any dis- 
cussion having taken place between him- 
self and the hon, Member for Aylesbury of 
a hostile nature. He made some general 
remarks upon the committee proposed 
by the right hon. Baronet; but he ex- 
pressly stated, and he believed in doing so 
he spoke the general opinions of the mi- 
nisterial side of the House, that he had no 
wish to cast any disparagement upon, or 
insinuate anything against, the characte: 
of those hon. Gentlemen whose names 
were proposed. 
than the character of the noble Lord, the 
Member for Buckinghamshire, none stood 
higher. He also stated, that the 
Member for Surrey was a gentleman who, 


Canterbury Fanaticsom 


hon. 


in his political opposition, had never given | 


the least offence to that (the Ministerial) 
side of the House, and that there could be 
no ground of objection to him as a Mem- 


He distinctly stated, that, | 
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ber of the committee, but the shortness of | 


the time during which he had been a 


Member of the House. He afterwards 
spoke of the hon. and learned Member for 
Aylesbury, and observed, that there could 
be no ground for objection to him on ac- 
count of his character; but he certainly 
added, that there might be some objec- 
tion, however erroneous to him, 
count of his acting with the zeal of a no- 


on ac- 


vice upon the opinions which hi 
formed. He believed, that that hon. and 
learned Gentleman had been in the habit 


of attending meetings in the University of 
Cambridge, and used to avow certain 
Opinions there; to which circumstance, 
however, he (Mr. Bulwer) should not have 
alluded, if he had not always understood, 
that the hon. and learned Gentleman re- 
tained those opinions just as warmly as 
ever, That, he believed, was all that he 
had said of the hon. and learned Gentle- 


man. Well, that hon. and learned G 
tleman replied to him and 


had made use of some ex} 


: | 
sald, 


ressions that 


were grossly unfair, and, as he supposed, 
charged him with having been guilty of a 


lapse of memory. He made uno reply 


thinking, that as it related to a matter of | submi 


fact, it was not worth while entering into 
the subject, especially as he considered 


that what the hon. and learned Member 


had | 
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said, was perfectly Parliamentary. His 
hon. Friend, the Member for Cambridge 
then spoke, and the hon. and le arned 
(Mr. Praed) in his reply to 


some observations of his hon. Friend, dic 
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Gentleman 


gratuitously, and, as he thought, in a 
manner that indicated considerable ex- 
citement, give hima strong denial upon 
tne p Init of fact whi h he h id previously 
stated Ife then rose, and said, that as it 
was a matter of fact between himself and 
the hon. and learned Gi ntleman, he con- 


ceived it was necessary, in his own vindr- 


’ 
cation, that should give the hon. and 
learned Gentleman that contradiction 
which th forms of the House would 
allow \\ hat, fter this, was it, that he 


was require d to do? He had no other 
explanation to give, and the House 
would not felt assured, require him 
to mal 1 aj lory. What was the 

te of the matter ? [The hon. and 
learned Gentleman went out of the 
House; but an intimation was given to 
him Mr. Bulwei that | ought not to 
leave his place, though it was not his 
ntenti LO have di } SO, ven if that 
intimation had not been given. The hon. 
ind |e 1ed Gentleman had thus left him 
in this situation; that the hon. and 


learned Gentleman was to be in a condi- 


ji 

\ 

tion to take what further notice he pl ised 
in this matter, while the House was desi- 
| rous of binding him down by the word ofa 
| ventleman, and a man of he nour, not to 
| tak iny further notice of it. Now, he 
| did not think, that that was exactly fair. 
| If this were made a matter of mutual 
| art inc-ement between him and the hon. 
!and learned Member for Aylesbury, it 
| would be perfectly fair, but to call on him 
| to take a certain course, unless the cons 
formity of the hon.and learned Gentleman 
| were also required, would, in his opinion, 
! not be fair. 

Che Speaker said, that the hon. Gentle- 
was not called on to make any 
apology. Ifthe hon. and learn d \iember 
i (Mr. Praed) had remained or come down 
| to the House when sent for, the House 
| would not hay uted with either hon. 
Member until they had given security to 





but all they required un- 


keep the peace , 

der the present circumstances was, that the 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. Bulwer) should 
ubmit to the pleasure of the House by 
riving the assurance lemanded of him 
until the next sitting, when both hon, 


Members would be present. 
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satisfaction, while the ju 


brave soldiers ren 


true, that ome documents, | 
be instruments of pay { 

issued, but so val 

he knew of on 

given his scrip, d 

100/., to the publican in 

resided to defray a a 

M‘ Dou; al, > Ou t 

Legion, to wnonu 

had nobly come forv e 

would give up th 10] f | 

claims of his brave 

were suffering from 

satisfied, In a memor 

lant Othecer had 

bourne, and al { 
site (Lord Palme m 
claims of the | 

mediately attended to, 0 } a 

sickness, hardship, 


tality which preva 
in ofheer of such high d 
that statement, would the | ( 


aby more dou »{ ij i i ) ( 


claims? He hoped, tl ( 
would take into conside) 

of these men, and tl 

uimself, the See tary re 


Department, would not o! { 10 ish 
and strone ren 
Spain, in order th 
might be Satish i 

Sir De La / i,vans aid not Pia ‘ vel 
of the observati ; Whicl id been ent 
by the hon. and gallant Gentlet who ( ; 
had addressed the House on the , ul 
side, but, on the contrary, he ron 
at the way in which this mot« ( é 5 
brought forward, There wet | , Cl 
a few points on 
some observations. In tl 
had been state d, that the I 
posed of 14,000 men, but that staten 
was not correct, for the Legion 
so numerous. When it went out 1 t Pwaicn 
but 8,000 strong, although an ade nto jit been it rs 


that number was afterwards sen! { Om nis 
eA Se ee ri - i t I n of 
vegged, also, to repeat what | 1d i 

which 


before stated, and which he « 

was the fact, tl 

great, were not greater than t! 

Other armies placed in similar circum. f Aid et 


stances. Immediately on h rrival fre uit 0 — 


yat the Ie 


Spain it appeared to him that tl hom hougn 
made a party question, and a co! ; 5, they 


of officers of the Legion had assisted th would not been itotl by t 
who were his political opponents. ‘J Hes of the British service, at 
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the large arrears which were due to the 


Spanish Legion. 


officers, their exact amount had not yet | 
but a commission had | 


been ascertained ; 
been appointed, and from character 
of those who composed that commission, 
it was to be expected that justice would 
be done to all parties. It had been said, 
that the British Government were bound 
to exert all their influence to obtain a set- 
tlement of those claims, and in that par- 
ticular, he fully agreed with the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman opposite, but the hon. 


the 


and gallant Gentleman was mistaken if 


he thought that the Government had 
shown any remissness on the subject. Le 
could assure the House that either by 


communications with the Spanish Minis- 
ter, or by instructions to the F nglish Mi- 
nister at Madrid, or by communications 
with the Spanish Minister in London, very 
few days passed in which some steps were 
not taken by the Government to forward 
the settlement of the claims of the Le- 
gion. He denied that, by the proceed- 
ings of Colonel Wylde in the formation 
of the second Legion, the Government 
of this country was in any way involved, 
and that the Government were in no way 
responsible. It was true, that arrears were 
due by the Spanish Government to the 
men and officers of the Legion, but it 
was only just to make some allowance for 
the difficulties in which that Government 
was involved by the civil war which still 
continued. It was not fair to assume that 
the non-settlement of the claims of the 
Legion arose from indisposition on the 
part of the Spanish Government to dis- 
charge its debts, for he believed, that the 
cause was solely inability to meet the de- 
mands. But that was no reason why the 
British Government should not press for 
a settlement of those claims, and he could 
assure the House that no exertion should 
be spared in order to eflect an object so 
desirable. He had no wish to oppose the 
motion of the hon. and gallant Officer, 
but the wording of that motion required, 
he thought, some alteration. He should, 
therefore, propose, that the motion should 
be for an humble address to her Majesty, 
praying that her Majesty would be gra- 
ciously pleased to direct her Minister at 
the Court of Madrid to continue to use 
his best endeavours to obtain an early 
settlement of the claims of 
both the Legions, That would render the 
motion applicable to both Legions, and 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman’s motion 


the men of 
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only referred to one, and it would at the 
same time, put the motion in conformity 
with international usage. If the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman consented to that 
alteration, he should then give the motion 
his support. 

Sir 22. Peel would rather advise his hon. 
and gallant Friend to acquiesce in the 
alteration proposed by the noble Lord, for 
it was probable that the unanimous opin- 
ion of the House of Commons would give 
some little prospect of a final settlement 
of the claims of the Legion. ‘The only 
difficulty he felt in making that suggest- 
ion, arose from the introduction of the 
word “continue,” as proposed by the 
noble Lord, for by the introduction of that 
word it might appear that the House was 
satisfied with the exertions which had been 
made to obtain a settlement, although 
they had no evidence that anything what- 
ever had been done. Still, notwithstand- 
ing that objection, as it was desirable that 
the opinion of the House should be una- 
nimous, he thought it would be better to 
accede to the proposed alterations in the 
wording of the motion. He would assure 
the hon. and gallant Officer opposite that 
he was much mistaken when he supposed 
that those on his (Sir R. Peel’s) side of 
the House had acted from party views in 
reference to this question. He had always 
fully estimated the difficulties which the 
gallant Officer had to encounter, but he 
had ever contended, that the responsibility 
of failure rested, not with the gallant 
Officer, not with the Legion, but with her 
Majesty’s Government, who had originated 
and encouraged the expedition. For the 
disappointment resulting, the Government 
alone was responsible, and not the gallant 
Officer. He felt strongly the claims of 
the Legion; but there were other claims 
upon the Spanish Government which called 
equally loud forasettlement, and he could 
not consent to give the claims of the 
Legion precedence before those claims to 
which he alluded. There were the claims 
of British merchants recognised by Spain, 
and which she was bound by treaty to 
pay, but which had never yet been settled. 
Those claims demanded the utmost exer- 
tions of the Government to obtain their 
settlement, although he admitted, that the 
Government was ‘bound to forward the 
settlement of both. ‘The noble Lord had 
denied that the Government was in any 
degree responsible for the proceedings of 
Colonel W ylde, but he held in his hand 
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an agreement accepted by the Spanish 
Government and signed by Colonel 
Wylde, and what, he would ask, was to 
be inferred from that document, but that 
the British Government had sanctioned 
his proceedings? He trusted the motion 
which had been made, would be unaui- 
mously agreed to, and that it would have 
the effect of obtaining for the officers and 
men of the Legion a settlement of their 


claims upon the Spanish Government. 


{June 27} 





In giving his assent to this motion, he 
begged to be understood as in no degre 
implying an opinion that under any pos- 
sible combination of circumstances they 
could be preferred against the British Go- | 


vernment. 
The Amendment suggested by Lord Pal- 
merston was agreed to. 


HOUSE 


Wednesday, June 27, 1 


OF COMMONS, 


R20 


Mr. F. FRENCH, 
Mr. Youn: 
from those of Cavan, and of Belturbet, in favour of the 
Medical Charities (Ireland) Bill —By Mr. SxHaw, froin tl 


MInuTES.] Petitions presented. 


from Medical Practitioners 


By 


in Galway, and t 


Apothecaries of Dublin, and from the Surgeons of the 
Lying-in-Hospital, Dublin, against the Qualification 
Clauses of the same Bill.—By Mr. Hawes, from Coach 
and Omnibus Proprietors, against that Clause of the 
Hackney Carriages Bill which required the Drivers to 
wear a Badge.—By Colonel Lowrner, from a place 


Westmoreland, against any further Grant to the Colleg 
of Maynooth.—By Mr. Grote, from Proprietors and 
Managers of Steam Vesse] u 
Clauses of the Bill for the regulation of the 


Coals in the Metropolis. 


sin London, against 


Messrs. Pragp ANv Buniwer.] ‘The 
Speaker said, it is my duty to acquaint 
the hon. and learned Member for 
bury (Mr, Praed), that he was required 
to attend in his place to-day in 
sequence of the statement which was made 
last night by several Members of the 
House, that they were under apprehensions 
that the hon. and learned Member had 
left the House last night with the inten- 
tion of taking hostile proceedings for ex- 
pressions used in the course of debate by 
the hon. Member for Lincoln. How far 
those apprehensions are correct It is for 
the hon. and learned Member for Ayles- 
bury now to state. 

Mr. Praed said, that he was not re- 
sponsible for the introduction of irrelevant 
matter into the discussion of last night, 
neither would he to-day be responsible for 
continuing the discussion to which he 
alluded. He had = said nothing which 
could in the slightest degree offend the 


\yles 


COnl~ 


Delivery of 





and Bulwer. 


nicest sense of honour in any 
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y individual 
Member of the House, and he would 20 
further, and say, that he had meant nothing 


offensive. He had therefore. nothing to 


retract as to any thing he had said : neither 
had he used one word which could be im- 
pugned by any of the orders of the House, 
and therefore he had no tpology to make 
thre 1] Hse bu hye knew pertes tly well] 
hat tl House ¥ eutitled to call upon 
him, not for i apology or excuse for 
rh) i f ! others had been 
ullty, | ro eXp t statement ol 
} ntent sto lis future conduct in 
refere to this tter Without going, 
{ for rT vhich led to the 
would frank) v to the Hou that on 
leavin t last ioht, he had felt it due to 
that revard for his character for honour 
and veracity W i ut wv bite hi hie should be 


ashamed to sit in that House, to place his 
. -_ : ; 
honour ind his charactel 


friend Phat 


In the hands of a 


friend sought an immediate 


a} 
interview with the hon. Member for Lin 
coln, but was unable to obtain it until 
midnight, and then his friend, before any 


message was delivered on his (Mr. Pra d's) 
part, learned from the hou, Member for 
Lincoln the steps which the House had 
taken. On hearine them, his friend had 
stated on his behalf, that in that case he 
had no message to deliver and no duty to 
perform. He would only further state to 
the House, that his own views were per- 
fectly with of the 
friend in whose hands he had placed his 
honour, that he had to 
struggle with the powers possessed by the 
House. Under these circumstances, 
lieving that he had (l ne he could, 
and was bound to do in vindication of his 


in accordance those 


no disposition 
be- 
what 


character and his honour, he now pledged 
himself to the House, without any reser- 
vation, that he should take no further steps 
in the matter. 

Mr. E. 1. that as the hon. 
and learned Gentleman opposite stated that 
he had not intended to say anything cal- 
culated to wound the feelings of any in- 


dividual possessing the nicest sense of 


Bulwe) said, 


honour, so he was bound to say, that in the 
observations he had last night made, there 
was nothing intended to excite the indig- 
nant feelings of the hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman. Since he had sat the louse 
he had never before been even suspected 
of wounding the feelings of any hon. Mem- 
ber, and it would give him pain to fancy 


he had wounded the feelings of the hor 


in 
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and learned Gentleman. He knew of no | struction of st im-ships, and to prevent 
retractation he could make beyond the | the use of any engines except of a parti- 


' . 
general expression of regret and pain that | cular construction and under certain regu- 


Mikes bd sas Bg GEE 


} Ls? } 4 1 


he had innocently been the cau wound. | lations, but when accidents had occurred, 
ing the feelings of the hon. at rned | I wught there ought to be a careful 
he cause, and a detail 


the House by th qaiscu i i t furnished ; iv hing for the future. 


Ts 
pm, wie 
~~ 


followed Lord J. Russell concurred with the 
Lord Ru 1, that havin Hed | vieht hon. Baronet, the Member for Tam- 
the attention of House to this matte the impolicy of a board merely 
with v1 f nrevel ( f } e opiuions upon the coustruction of 
th } 5 a i ( \ uld bh 
he h hou ’ 
t] ‘ t ' " n ( I. that accidents 
( . ‘ ‘ } + ) ( late 


centlemen ) i EO ( nn had been 
; ] ! 
Woulhde VY V it at i 


now to co rt attor ( report upon thr 
than as satisfactorily s¢ larit und) Bill. 
Sra byie t «| 0} : 
i WN sn, Cerartries (IRELAND) ]. Mr. 
SreamM NAVIGATION, | } P uid medical charities in Ire- 


wished to impres non < Vy: ana were im number | ween OOO and 
I ’ ; } 
vernment the importa ’ = attention 175,000/, a year was annually 
heine directe | to the accidents ich were vied for their maintenance, and upwards 
now coustantly takin? { » li t Ne | OL L,IUVUULU ) persons were yeariy I'¢ lieved 


vessels, and which went to create in th by them; that after deducting those re- 





lie min a strove preyl lies wal { lieved VY the infirm: es, fever hospitals, 
those modes of conveyance. He t rit jand lunatic asylums—institutions to the 


it would be well if the Government was to | efiicient management of which he bore tes 
appoint some person connected with the | timony, upw urds of 1,000,000 of sick per- 


Ordnance Department to in and re. | sous were found depending exclusively on 





y 4 ha ] P hyn 4 4 la 
port upon the cause ) } ¢ ients Dy the ais] Url : tha tHe I ls of thes 
i } ‘ 
' ’ 4)? , ced “) t 
ry p S 1 at t il Lon mismanaged, and tha 
. } . . sanal ae Tt 5 
i nau riend nmu i thi is no professional education re- 
i 
: , } } 
eations both wi thre uthorit in t il I law for the person or persons 


I eS sana ina with @ view vho were to discharge the medical duties 


eer ses of nilar a } Pek “Ei charities; that there were nu- 


Se > . 
+) > T a 1) t ! mere } nie i their onces being 

' { : ' | ! } a ee \* 
threat thy { r ti c mt it } Lit Tsou Who naa not any 1icenc 


iries mig) issibl a|to practise in medicine, in surgery, or in 

wo if | tit » tus marmacy. It was needless to tell the 

» 1) ’ ; tt ( - | House, that in the poorer dis ricts It was 
- sii rat the A wn fi i] to obtain these subscriptions 
DaAner , mid ] dents were ud the consequence was, that inany most 
; ‘ ainsi nent 4 hey v pulous districts of ten and twelve miles 


four or {iv feared that pA ‘ec withol any medical estab- 
in iS ¢ } : Lidl iis it i Cr; 4 owhere Was there a 
hi oat lie y an Inter-/1 r to enlarge them ac ding to th 
ehauve of ition » ise of | necessary wants of the people, nor for sup- 


: . } a jek - , > Lyny hirh ’ 
th) weLe ts veer wma =O i pivingwgany ¢ cren¢ Ol funds which might 
hn i seat | py 8 





f ] < 
countri 1 \ ti mignt be | aris m ul circumstances. In_ thi 
‘ : ’ ; { ; 1 ae ° ; 
ur ah t » pntel { r humanity ; part of lreland where dispensaries were 
i ~ q 


reby ¢ ri] seervyed qud not n 1} mos Mimerous, the were stil] not pro 
to Ivise the €sovernment to take u 1 | riionate to the necessities of the popula- 
it s< the 1 Honsipl ol ite | ’ The county of Down, witha popu- 


board of flicers to exan ¢ ito ft ou feat ( | koTsSOnS had but one 
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persons, more than half the population of 
that city, were relieved by the hospitals 
and dispensaries. With all her necessities, 
he would beg of them to mark the contrast 





| . . 
| doubt, it would then be easier and cheaper 


between Ireland and England in point of | 


; ; ‘ | 
hospital accommodation. England had} 


hospital accommodation for 1 in 1,911 
of her population, Ireland but for 1 in 
1,000. In her provisional infirmities Eng- 
land had one bed for every 2,543, all of 
which were usually occupied, Ireland bn 

for one in every 5,827. More than two- 
thirds of the population of that country 
was at such distances from = infirmaries, 
that the most serious medical and surgical 
cases could not bear removal, or if re- 
moved, could not be admitted for want of 
room ; even in the infirmaries, institutions 
he admitted to be well managed, he found 
in the returns, things he could not under- 


stand the reason of. Some infirmaries ad-| fi 


mitted in the year cases in the proportion 
of fourteen and a fraction to each bed, 


others from ten to twelve, and some not | 


more than two and a fraction ; the average 
cost for provisions for each internal patient, 


| present session: but let those clauses re 


was in Londonderry 3/. Os. 7d.3 in Donegal | 


2/1. 12s, 2d.; in Meath 11s. 115d.; in 
Cork, at Mallow, 10s. 34d. ; and in Louth 
but 9s. 44d. For the total cost in one 


hospital, the average was as high as 5/. | 
6s. 10d., in another as low as 12. 10s. 4d. | 


This extraordinary disparity could only 


be understood and explained by medical | 


men, without whose assistance, as inspec- 
tors, it was vain to hope the medical in- 
stitutions of the country could be rendered 
efficient, or that the public could under- 
stand why one particular hospital, or one 
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macy, and midwifery by the College of 
Surgeons, as of equal vi alue with Ps it of 
the various distinct departments, and, no 


to get one diploma in medicine, surgery, 
pharmacy, and midwifery jointly, than 
separate diplomas from the bodies which 
now qualified distinctly in those variou: 
branches. No one held the College of 
Surgeons at Dublin in higher estimation 
than he; still he could not on that account 





consent to faveuring them by statute to 
the prejudice of the other medical bodie: 
He did not think a bill for regulating 
medical charities merely, was the prope 
mode to legislate upon the oe and 
very diflicult si of medica! education, 
and that it was better not te attempt legis- 
lation at all on such at ie ject, than to do 
it imperfi rctly. He did not pretend to 
full persons il know! ie dex of this difficult np 
lutricate question ; but when the heads « 
the four great medical bodies ob jected tO 
the bill in its present form, it was absurd 
suppose it could become a law in the 


lating to medical education be omitted, 
aud he would not object to the remainder 
of the bill, — would be then a bill, in 
pursuance of the avowed object of the 
present, for the arn regulation of medical 
charities in Ireland. 

The Allorney-General was extremely 
concerned to think, that the same unan 
imity should not prevail amongst the mem- 
hers of the medical profession in Ireland as, 
he was happy to say, existed in Scotland, 
He should deeply regret that, because some 





| medical bodies were dissatisfied with the 


particular system, was more effective than | 


another. The hon. Me mber concluded by 
describing the provisions of the bill, and 
by saying, it was not the cause of the Col- 
lege of Surgeons, it was the cause of the 
most helpless class of the community —the 
destitute sick poor in Ireland, and as 
such he left the bill with confidence in the 
hands of the House. 

Mr. Shaw objected to the qualification 


| adopted, if not in the present, at least 


clauses of the bill, which he considered as | 


offering only a nominal, and not a real, 
security for better medical education, and 


they were opposed by various departments | 
of the medical profession in Ireland. The 


objection, as he collected, to the qualifica- 
tion clauses and schedule was, that it vested 
in the College of Surgeons a power of act- 
ing also as a College of Physicians, ac- 
coucheurs, and apothecaries, recognizing by 


statute an examination in medicine, phar-| render it acceptable, 


| Dublin. 


bill, it should therefore be lost. But the 
principle which was laid down in the bill 
both with regard to medical education and 
medical practice would, he trusted, be 


in some future session, as the founda- 
tion of some general measure for the 
United Kingdom. 

Mr. Litton opposed the bill, against 
which every chartered medical body in 
Dublin was arrayed in opposition, with the 
single exception of the C ollege of Surgeons. 
He had also in his hand a statement hostile 
to the bill, which was signed by all the 
most eminent medical practi! loners of 


Mr. Sergeant Juckson observed, that the 
bill contained so m: ny objectionable clauses 
that he apprehended it would be useless to 
aitempt to alter it in Committee so as to 


He objected, for 
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instance to the power given to the Lord- | 
lieutenant of appointing additional 


vernors to the medical charities of Lreland 
if the number should fall short of that re- 
quired by the bill. At thi ) riod of the ri 


session he did not think, that this bill oue 


f 


to be proceeded with, tl 
objections to it; and he would sug: 
his hon. Friend, the propriety of withdraw- 
it for the present, and bringing it { 
ina different shane next 

Mr. O' Connell also hoped the hon. G 
tleman would not press the bill tl 


There were two con ier iti 


to weigh with him in postponing tt, 
instead of being in the hands of any 


vidual, however respectable, it was @ | 


of the duty of the Government to take 

Lmeasure into their own hind Second 
they were at the beginning of a new exp 
riment—that of the pool -law, a qui 


which had been hitherto unknown in fh 
land. Those charities, which for thi 


greater part were voluntary, were institute | 

by gentlemen 1th freland, because th rev \] [i 

no poor-law They were now about t ment t! 
havea poor-law., They would consequel tly h he ent | 


know next year what they could not know peared to him to | 
now: in all probability the whole que stion | to ‘ ' it] 


would be then essentially different, and he | the n K 
would therefore urge uy on his hon. Friend. | his « pini i 

to whom the House was ereatly indebted. nel 

the necessity of withdrawine it for tl 1 { 


present. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequ 3 
that he could not agree to thi bill in it hel] } f 2 Toe 
present shape, and thought his hon. Friend | ect on 
could withdraw it, without at all O1 the 
ising its principle. He was sure unt 
system of supe rintendence of the medi 
charities Was establish d, there Would col 
tinue to be the same waste of tl a 
funds. 
Bill withdrawn I 
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Church in all ages. The bill was intended 
for the prevention of 
and only extended to parishes where the 
population exceeded 1,000 soe » Te 
helieved, that brawls would not take plac 
where the population was sma ll, wed he 
the bill as it 


brawls in churches, 


was, therefore, content w he 
tood. 

Lord John Russell observed, that ther 
appeared a difficulty about this bill, which, 
if not strictly a question of fo mn, affected 
very nearly the forms and privileges of 
that Elouse. Whatever his cae Fri a 
the Member for the University of Oxford 
might say, this bill undoubtedly chang 
an ancient and established usage. It did 
so by ordering, that no mecting shoul 


held in any of the churches to which the 


act applied, except for the purposes of 
. e . | - bs ] 
divine service, or such other ecclesiastical 
objects as should be approve dof dy thre 
bishop of the diocese. Now, It was im 


possible to pass that enactment by itself; 
it was then necessary, that 2 number of 
other should be 
enabling the vestries of parishes to re- 
medy the inconvenience caused by the 
first enactment, by laying upon the in- 
habitants very considerable 

clauses, therefore, 
might levy any sums 
buildings to hold 
lay the burthen 


clauses introduced, 


burthens. 
Subsequent provided 
that the vestries 
for altering or erecting 
their meetings in ; and to 
upon the Perhaps the power 
here given, was unnecessarily extensive, 
but beyond all question, very extensive 
y necessary. With- 


poor-rates. 


powers were absolutely 
out entering into g neral reasoning 
the subject, it could 
great dissatisfaction had been 
the powers .of levying money 
been intrusted to vestries in parishics, 


wished to know from the Chair, whether 


not be forgotten what 
which had 
I] 
this bill eame within the forms of the House 
—whether the Lords having pas eda bill, 
which, by itself, wasa mere nullity, which 
only would put people to inconvenience, 
and be inoperative, that House was after- 
wards to add to it, clauses which would 
make it operative, and lay a great burthen 
on parishes, because if carried into effect, 
the House of 
tax on the people of this country? The 
seven or eight clauses in that part of the 
bill were introduced by this House, as sup- 
plemental, to carry into effect the main 
purposes of the bill ; and it appeared to 
him, that though not lees so directly, 
yet by agri eing to this bill, that House 
1 : ts privileges to 


would be allowing one of 


Lords would be Imposing a | 


{COMMONS} 





had not been called { 
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sf¢ Age to, or 
Lord 
He should have no objection to a bill with 


provisions, & which, with the 


be broken in upon, and tran 
par ‘ticipated n by the House « 
reast mnable 
general consent of the parish, some othe: 
room might be provi led than the church, 
where me etings of this kind micht be held 
Such an alteration would be beneficial. But 


althoueh some alterations might be neces- 
Saryv. which he did not rit ny, hic CO uld hot 


1 . ,* . ' } : 1 
agree, that by this bill the House of Lord 


‘Tsh 1 ld } pose a i iy and 1 defined ta 
}upon the people—a bill originating with 
| them, and not with the House of Com 
| mous, 1 the first instane 
The Speaker said. that his attention 


~ 
i 


ent oce: ion: but if he unders stood the 


lnoble Lord correctly, these latter clause 
| had, in point of fact, been added in that 
Liouse, ind if that were so, ther wal 
{no objection to the bill in point of form 
} ‘Ther Were \ wiou inst nee aa whi I; 

the H i ds had legislated, in 
| which the expenses, incidental to then 
| le oislath n, had been left to the Llouss 
| of Common to pi vide for, and ther 


1 . : 
was no objection to this, because if gave 


i that House a double check on the Hous 
lof Lords—first, upon the merits of the 


upon | 
caused by | 


e | 


| round on the bill, an 





| measure itself ; 


and next, upon the « xpense 
which it would entail. 

Lord Stanley was glad to hear such 
statem 


hon, Gentleman in the chair, wh 


it upon the authority of the right 
ich utter 
and entirely demolished the whole arcu- 


|! ment of the noble Lordas to the matter of 
form. It had often been objected to tlre 
House of Lords, that the y were too slack 
in originating measures of reform; and 


now, when they proposed to carry an im- 


nr : oe 4} + Coall 1; 

provement Into effect caretully VoIdInN 
it th ime mn treiching upon the pri 
Vile of the House of Commons, th 


noble Lord, the Seeretary of State turned 
dl said, r- Che Lord 

have been meddling with matters whicl 
ought to have originated with us, and TI, 
as a Minister of the Crown, object to 
the reception of the bill on the ground 
of form.” The question of form, however, 
having been dispo d of, the questi n now 
was, whether the Government eonecurred 
with the measure itself. It was very di 
rable to ascertain this, as it was high 

time to relieve the hurch from thie 
scandal caused by the transaction of se 
within the walls of th 
ought only 


cular business 


edifice, which to be devoted 


to those acred purposes for whic h. and 
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for which alone the fabric of the church 
was intended. 

Lord ) Russell did hot object to the bill } 
as a Minister of the Crown, but as a Mem- 
ber of the House of Commons upon a point 
in which he believed the privileges of the 
House were Ife had | 


stated 
that he regarded this as a matter directly 
affecting the House of Commons, and that 
if it was not a vio forms of the 
House, it was, in effect a if the | 
spirit of their pris ileces, in accordance with 

which burdens upon the people ought to | 
be originat d there. He could not couseut 

to any measure by which it was prop 
indefinite extent 

His object 


| aa 
Some ilmit 


concerned, 


lation of the 


\ iolation ‘ 


he) | d 
to make a demand to an it 
upon the pockets of the peopl 5 
was, in the first place, to afthx 
to these expenses, and, in the second plac 
to give to the parishes themselves some 
choice or control as to whether these ves- | 
try rooms should be built. 

‘Mr. Clay objected to the bill in toto, 
and on principle. After the in 
this country had fi 700 years been used 
uninterrupted|y for the purpose of holding 
public meetings of this description, it was 


churches 


yr 


{JUNE 
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the operation of this bill, ind he 


hope (l 


that Ire land would be also « <cluded. ‘I he 
hon. Memb r might, ue thought well 
have brought in a bill t » pl ent tl future 
desecration of Westminster Abbey 
holding in it the coronation ceremonial. 
He had nevel en either 1th F t ¢ ! 
Seotland such a scene of s rambling 
seats, as he had witnessed in th venel 
1] \ hy on Thursday st He hoped 
that would be lone before another core 
} 10} ula | | place ae should ct 

t I THO th { Tre] I b CxeciMip d f) inh 
the operation of th 

| Vie / supported the bi In ac- 

cordance VW ith t Sug TeStl mr of the noble 
Lord, hy Wis pe rfectly \ i o fo intro- 
duc . clause limiting the amount of the 
expenditur Ife could not but expre 


| his surprise, however, at what had fallen 
from the noble Lord. Th bt | } d been 
ntroduced in the House of Lord ind 


passed by their Lordships with ut one di - 
slightest 
having been offered to it on the part of Her 


ra 
Vith 


senting voice, or the opposition 


Majesty's Crovernment. re card to 


petitions, he would just observe, that there 


now sought to deprive the people of this | had been three presented on the subject. 
prescriptive right. He would be willing | Two of these were against the bill,—one 
to give the hon. Member his support, pro- from the parish of St. Leonard, Shoreditch, 
vided he brought in another bill giving to | which, strange to say, claimed the right of 
parishes the power to determine whether | having the use of the church at all times 


or not any other place of mecting should | 
be provided. 

Lord Dungannon wished to see the SYS= | 
tem of holding yestries in the parish | 
churches universally done away with. He 
considered, that tumultuous party squab- 
bles utterly degraded the character of these | 
sacred edifices. At these vestry meetings 


the most disgraceful scenes had occurred, | 
instances of which could be quoted without | 
number. 

Mr. O' Connell remarked, that ireland | 
had been included in the operation of this 
bill as well as England. Had any case, | 


let him ask, been made out for including | 
Ireland?) He had never heard of any tu 
mults occurring in the churches of the cs- 
tablishment in Ireland, except at the ves 
tries which had been held for the tithe 
commutation. But all this was gone by, 
and no pretext therefore existed for ex- 
tending the provisions of the bill to Ire- 
land. If this bill were allowed to pass, 
he should not be surprised at hearing of a 
resolution being passed at some vestry in 
the north of Ireland for building an ¢ rance 
Scot- 


lodge at the expense of the parish. 
land had been excluded altogether from 








| assertion that ther 


for party and political squabbles ; the other 
from an individual, which he believed had 
hever been laid on the table of the Llouse. 
The petition in favour of the bill, and pray- 
ine the introduction of the very 

as from the parish of 
In the 


had been ho Ca made 


( lauses 


now objected to, 
St. Mary, Ishneton. answer to 
Si 
he bill, he would refer hon. Gen- 
tlemen to the cases which had occurred at 
Portsmouth, at and at St. 
Leonard's, Shoreditch. He did not pro 
pose that the bill should come into per- 
ation until December, 1839, so that 
during the interim there would be abund- 
ant opportunity for the various parishes 


out for t 
Southwark, 


to prepare other places for such meetings, 
if they should think fit. They might b 
held, for instance, in tl Mechanics’ In 
stitute or Town Hall, or any public build- 
ing in the parish, With regard to what 
the hon. and learned Member Dublin 
had stated, in reference to Ireland, if they 
bill, he 
would be prepared there to meet the hon. 
and learned Gentleman on that point. If 
the hon. Member, however, should satisfy 
him that lreland ought not to be included 


»>pPp 9 


1e 


ior 


should Zo into Committee on the 
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he would have no objection to alter 
bill in that respect. 

Mr. Briscoe could not agree to this bill. 
He was of opinion that a gener il act to 
enable parishes, if they she uld think fit, 
to erect buildings for secular purposes, to | 
which churches were now applied, was de- 
sirable. On that account he would not ob- 
ject to £0 into Committee, in order that 
the compulsory and objectionable parts of 
the bill might be aud provision 
made for removing of 
the present system. 

Sir PR. Peel conceived that the hon. 
Member who had just sat down had taken 
There was evi- 


the 


amended, 


the inconvenience 


a fair view of the subject. 


dently a strong desire throughout the 
country to prevent edifices intended for 
religious purposes from being used : 


arenas for political squabbles and discus- 
sions. ‘That principle was gener ally us- 
sented to by hon. Members. 
fore, refuse to go into Committee, when it 
was clear that it was in a Committee only | 
that the objectionable parts of the bill could 
be discussed with effect ? Judging from 


the debates in that House, even during the | 


last fortnight, could it be said, that they 
who were the re presentatives of the people 
of England were models of quiet and order- 
ly demeanour, or that when excited by | 
political contests they were not occasion. | 
ally betrayed into scenes which could not 
be considered as fitting fora religious edi- 
fice? As to this bill being an innovation 


he had only to remark that the principle | 


it embodied was distine ‘tly sanctioned by a 
bill which had passed that House, and 
which was introduced by the right hon. 
Baronet, the Member for Nottingham in 
1831. Then, as regarded the expense 
into which it was thought this bill would 
lead parishes, hon, Members to 
labour under a mistake, as the parishes 
were in no way called upon to erect new 
buildings, unless they thought fit to do so. 
In 99 cases out of 100, the hire of a room 
at an expense of 4/. or 5/. would suflice for 
all purposes, just asit did at present when 
a parish chose to have a public dinner. 
And now for the dangerous principle! — If 
it were dangerous, pray who introduced it ? 
The act he had just referred to as having 
been brought in by the right hon. Baronet 


seemed 


the meray for Nottingham, and which 
he held in his hand, was entitled “ An 


Act to nti for the better regulation of 
vestries, and the appointment of auditors 
of accounts in cerain counties in England 


and Wales,” 


and contained an enactment 
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| to this effect, that when a vestry-room was 
| not suflicie ntly large for a vestry meeting, 
| it should be held else where, but not in the 
| chapel or church thereof. That was a bill 
| brought in by the right hon. Baronet 
| prevent the desecration of sacred edifices 
| by heated discussions upon similar subjects, 
The question now was, would the House 
assenting as it did to that principle, refuse 
to go into Committee on the bill. 

Mr. Aglionhy, in consequence of what 
had fallen from the right Baronet, 
felt it necessary to observe, that his objec t 
was not to prevent mectings in churches 
but to prevent them being held for the 
continuance of taxation. He wanted to 
take away the power of the Church to tax 
dh eter ce for that with which they had 
nothing whatever to do. He wanted to 
i enews. the cause for those heated discus- 
| sions at vestry meetings, but not to take 
away the tape which had been established 
for centuries of holding meetings for pa- 
' rochial ie either in the vestry-room 
| or church, 


to 


hon. 





| The House divided on the original 
question: —Ayes 141; Noes 70:— Ma- 
jority 71. 
| List of the Aves. 
| Abercrombie, G Codrington, C. 
| Acland, “af : Cole, Lord 
Acland, T. Colquhoun, J.C. 
A’Court, Ca ee Dalrymple, Sir. A. 
| Adare, Viscount Darby, G. 
Ainsworth, P Douglas, Sir C 
| Alston, R. Duncombe, T. 
| Archdale, M. Dungannon, Lord 
| Ashley, Lord Kast, J. B. 
| Bagge, W. astnor, Lord 
| Bailey, J., jun Raton, R. J. 
| Baring, IH. B. gerton, W. T 
Baring, hon. W. Mlliot, Lord 
| Barrington, Viscount — Ellis, J. 


Estcourt, T 
Estcourt, T. 
Fergusson, R. ¢ 
Fitzroy, Hon, Tf. 


Bell, M. 
| Bethell, R. 
| Blackburne, I. 
Blackett, C. 


~oncenae ge W.S. Fleming, J. 

| Blake, W.. Freshfield, J. W. 
Brads h: iW, : Gaskell, J. M 

| Bramston, 'T. W. Gibson, T. 

| Briscoe, J. I. Gladstone, W, | 
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Burroughes, H. Grimstone, hon, FE. 
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Townley, R. ¢ 
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Blake, M. J. 
Bowes, J 
Bridgeman, II 
Brocklehurst, J. 
Brotherton, J. 
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Fenton, J. 
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Fitzroy, Lord C, 
Gratton, HH. 


Hastie, A. 
Hector, C. J. 
Tfill, Lord 

Llindl y, Ca 
Hlodges, T. 
Iloskins, K. 
Ilutt, W. 
Jephson, C. D. O. 
Lushington, Dr. 
Lushington, C,. 
Marsland, I. 
Maule, hon. F. 
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O’Brien, ¢ 
O’Connell, D. 
©’Connell, J 
O’Connell, M. J 
O'Connell, M. 
O’Ferrall, R, M 
Parrott, J, 

Pease, J, 

Pechell, ¢ aptain 
Phillips, M. 
Phillpotts, J, 
Potter, R. 
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y \\ 


Hlou ‘ 


Qn ( lause | iT ie proposed, 
A 


went mto ( oulmittee 


Mr. Aghouby would propose, that th 
clause be made } rmissive, and that meet- 
ines be allowed in the churches of all pit- 
if the vestry thought fit to order if. 
Dr. Nicholl oppost d the amendment. as 
destructive of the principle of the bill. 


Lord Slanle 


rishes 


said, that if the permissive 
would 


peednn iple Were adopted, thr eflect 
i 


| Ty y that parishes where the remedy was 
| mo t called for, 


would be those where 


there would be the most ditheulty tn tn 


ducing the inhabitant to remove then 
place of meeting, 


I 
Mr. Clay said, that if the 
adopted, it would impose an additional tax 


bill wer 
of » TOO,000/. on the people of Kueland 
If the hon. M mnbe r did not make his bill 
(Mr. Clay) would give it 
every possible oppositi ty . 

Mr. Brotherton stated his determination 


to oppose the bill by 


yy rmissive, he 


every means in his 
power, if the hon. Memly r r TLISs¢ dl to make 
it permissive. 

Mr. Freshfield nsidered the 
body of 


question was, 


holding 
the church 
whethei 


of meetings in th 
eful, and the 
! 


aremedyv was to he 


diserat 

pplied toan evil which 
; If they wished 

to remove the evil effectually, 

ossible to adopt the 


was loudly complained of. 
it was im- 
amendment which 
for if they agreed to 
sanction the permissive principle matters 
would remain exactly as they were at pre- 
sent. He could not ce that the 
parishes should have the power of holding 
the churches or not, just as 


id been proposed . 


om 
msehi 


meetings n 


they pleased, 


and he should therefore sup 
port the clause as it stood. 
on the (Lm nd- 


Majority 20 


The Committee divided 
ment:—Avyes 05; Not Soo 
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Abercromby,hn.G.h. 
\rchbold, R. 
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Blackstone, W. S. 
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remantle, Sir T. 
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Steuart, Lord J 
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Williams, as liam 

Williams, \ ree 
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Wi rhtson, W.B 
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Noes, 


BE ul fe rd, li. 


i iwke Dy ji 


Ifeneage, G. Walker 


Ilenniker, “ee 
Hepburn, Sir T. B. 
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Shaw, rt. hon. F. 
Somerset, Lord G, 
Stanley, Lord Wood, 

Sturt, 72. ©. ELLER 

Vere, Sir C. B. Nicholl, J 

Verner, Col. Lesteourt J. G. B. 

On the question being again put, Mr. 
O'Connell moved that the chairman do now 
report progress. 

The Committee divided: \yes 54 
Noes 8S :— Majority SA. 

Lord Worsley said, he thought to hurry 
a bill of this kind through the House 
must prove injurious instead of beneficial, 
as Was expect d to the Church of England, 
and he should therefore move that the 
chairman do now report progress, and ask 
leave to sit again. 

Mr. Hawes supported the motion. 

The galleries were then cleared, and the 


Waddington, H. S 
Walker, R. 
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nay, that he had received an assurance in 
On whi h lis noble Eriend hac 

With to the learned 
whos had led to th 


present conversation, he had no desire to 


that respect 


I 
' 
A 


re eard 


proceed dl, 


conduct 


commend that which had drawn forth the 
deep reprobation of this House, in so fai 
is to induce it to pass, contrarv to usual 


at the instance of his 


ule, a divorce bill, 


wife, against the husband, for adultery, 
It perfectly well known, and without 
any altempt to extenuate it, that th 


charge ag furton was a foul 
of view —it was 
the seduction, and there was no denying 
il, of son 
at a 


sister; but 


\Y 
iil 


wnst 
offence in a moral point 
ar a relative of his wife as het 
it was attempted to mix up 


that offence with that which he admitted 
would greatly aggravate it—viz., incest. 
Now, it should be remembered, that th 
rreat bulk of the offence was the seduc 
tion; becau there were many person 


; Mon ’ 
who believed it to be tl and 


ie Jaw of ( 10d, 


it was known to have been, until thre 
years ago, alter Mr. Turton’s case, the 
civil law of the land, as distinguished from 
the ecclesiastical law), that it was no in- 
cest for a man to marry the sister of his 


1 
deceased wife. 


Many men had married 


then ite vile s sisters. Mr. Edge worth 
for instanee, it could not be denied, had 


married Many noble p rson 
thing, and the mar- 


\ct Ol Parliam ut, lin 


} 
had done the same 


riage was 


| king this statement, he begged not to 
| be misunderstood; he wished to. say 

othine to extenuate the crime of seduce 
tion; all he meant was, to say something 
to miticat the censure which had beeu 
Pp ssecl DY Oo many on the eround ot 
incest. Ife thought it his duty to say 








! se } 
i} that in ail 


aad 
life 


he learned person, the subject of the pre 


s : 
| ta IIe} ¢ } 
thus much; and 


he would merely 


} } } } 
his other conduct through 


? 


nversation, had been most scrupu 


] ley ] hy } 

lously correct, and that this offence, he 
idmitted a very aggravated one, was the 
uly charge ever brought against him 


Hewas a person of the highest attainment: 
in his profession, and in order to accom- 
pany the Earl of Durham on his mission, 
had | professional income 
secured to him as the advocate of certain 
from of 0002. pei 
Ife felt it to be his duty to say 
thus much, as creat exaggerations had 
gone forth on this subject. 


sacrificed a 


claimants Bengal 2 


apnum, 


The Bishop of London said, it was im 
possible for him to sufler the speech of the 
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learned Lord 
solemn 
against the doctrine which the 


learned Lord had laid 


and 
his 


noble 
ecnterme 


Lo tects 





anc earnest 


not allude to th parti i te of the cas 
in question, but he must ask, was this tert 
Ilouse to be told, that the law under whi spect, 
marriages were contracted in this country | Lord 
was the less sacred because it was the la hat 
of the Church, and not the law ol 
land? Ile was prepared to maintain, th ( 
it was for the interests of morality aud of 
virtue that the law should be uph i| 
whatever the parti ular case Upon WI I 
that law was founded micht b ind ( 
would not here question the comparat »p 
guilt between the two cases stated by t t 
noble and learned Lord, but he must, as a} of 
minister of the ( hurch, and of tl law | 
of the Church, protest against the ada the ( 
sion of any such doctrines as those lai 
down by the noble and learned Lord 
Lord Brougha m said, that he had pro- 
tested against the oflences of seduction 
and adultery; the right rev. Prelate had 
done the same. He had added, that he | light 
held the seduction of the wife’s sister was 
a great aggravation of the offence. H 
would not apologize for repeating d ma 
seduction a third time, because it had s of 
suited the purpose of the rght rev. P ith. 
late to forget just so much as he had said | Lords! 
as was necessary for the right rev. Prel n ti 
to prepare an invidious protest against | 
observations. I denied also that h held it 
or maintained a different code of 1 vity | mere 
to the sie ses, Prelate He had xpi ( t 
his abhorrence of the crime of adult y 
and had only sought to separate it fi 
the offence of incest He repeated, if 
was incest for a man to marry his | 
wife’s sister, there were many len V 
sat in that House—who held a station in of 
society—with whom, for aught he knew, | duc 
the right rev. P relate himself associated, | comn 
who had been guilty of that crime, There | prices 
was, he maintained, as regarded seducti: ountrs 
a difference between lawful and _ illicit { n nD 
connexion, but both he had reprobated ( 
three times over, if the right rev. Prelate | late p 
would have done him the justice to re- | tion of 
member what he had stated, if the right n opl 
rev. Prelate could understand it, and | fore hi 
would not have occupied himself in pre- | conven 
paring an invidious protest against that | details 
which he had said. ai allewat 
The Bishop of London thoucht the [louse | had pl 
was indebted to him for having given the th 


noble and learned Lord an opportunity of [bs 
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He trusted, however, that the 
is contained t} petition he 
esented would be well considered 
House, and tl cround upon 
the petition had bee presented 
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would be seriously deliber 


mean time he begged it to 


that because the petition came iro 


trict, it did not represent th W 
feelings of a it mass of the people 


[It was the misfortune of th juestion of 


corn-laws, that when the first ne irles 
of life were sold at a reasonable rate, the 
vreat masses of peopl lid not attach 
to it that importance which it d ved 
but, in his opinion, wh b eration of 
the seasor ( } y | the 
cau th price wel o thei 
rreatest height th peop would 

for this code of protectio called, 
to the iwricultural mterest being entirels 
swept away, and that du 1 f ) 
corn would be imposed {01 purpos 
of revenue hat it ( d t J 


t 7 al } ‘ 1 lg 
he haa not tne g@hfest Gouvot; vecaus 


howevel prosperous this country mich 
have been tor several \ t back t was 
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men to ente!l n the ex} tation that 
might not be a change in th 
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Look a 
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or for disturbing the system which at pre- { pressed by the 


sent existed. Ile did not mean on the 
present occasion to express any opinion in 

regard to the principle on which that sys- 
tem was founded, or in regard to the sys 
tem itself, but that system having now 
been in operation ten years, he felt bound 


to say, th: it in his opinion it had acted well 


for the interests of all partics, much better 


than was expected, and much better than 
could have been anticipated by any one, 
Holding these views, he certainly would 
not atte ‘mpt to alter the system which had 
been established, nor would he ever intro- 
duce any new system of corn-laws, 
founded on a different principle from the 
present, unless a decided opinion was 
expressed on the subject by alarge major- 
ity of the people. But he believed the sys- 
tem to have operated well, and that it would 
be di ingerous to touch it. 
they were to touch the system, they would 
lose all the advantages which it was cal- 
culated to produce, and that, without 
gaining any other advantage, they would 
incur evils of the greatest magnitude. It 
was not, therefore, his intention to pro- 
pose any alterations in the present system 
of corn-laws. He agreed with his noble 
Friend in what he had said of the im- 
portance of this subject, and that it 
had reference to all the important in- 
terests of the country, and that it was 
intimately interwoven will all matters 
of policy. But while it was deeply related 
to the general policy of the country, it was 
still mor e particularly | to be considered as 
a question of revenue and finance. It was 
as a question of revenue and finance that 
this subject ought to be considered, and 
while these might flourish unde 
tions, while they might flourish under 
difficulties and in times of depression and 


distress, while they might flourish under | 


circumstances apparently the most adverse, 
and ina climate the least congenial, yet 
their Lordships might rest assured that 
they could never flourish under a system 
of perpetual fluctuation. There was the 
great danger. Next to change the great 
evil to be avoided was the fear of change, 
which produced effects scarcely less dis- 
astrous than change itself. He, therefore, 
begged distinctly to state, that it was not 
his intention to propose any immediate 
alterations in the present corn-law system. 

Earl Fitzwilliam, as the friend = of 
Ministers, had heard with feelings of great 
sorrow the opinions which had been ex- 
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noble Viscount, and he 
should have felt the deepest regret in 


regard to the statement made by the noble 
Viscount, if he had not felt assured, that 
the declaration which the noble Viscount 
had made, extended to nothing beyond the 
present intentions of the Government. He 
understood the noble Viscount simply to 
say, that in the present circumstances ot 
the country he did not consider it advis- 
able to make any alteration in the corn- 
laws, and that he had not expressed a firm 
determination against reconsidering the 
present protective under a more 
favourable combination of circumstances. 
That was the extent, in bis opinion, of the 
declaration made by the noble Viscount. 
If he were to express his opinion in regi eo 
to the existing corn-laws, he should say, 
was because they were a system, that ® 
objected to the present code of laws. By 
that system it was attempted to accom 
plish an object which he considered beyond 
the reach of human power to effect. The 
system, therefore, in his opinion. went to 
counteract the designs of the beneficent 
Ruler of the universe, and to prevent that 
interchange of commodities and that freeen 


system 


joyment of the produce of the various por- 


tions of the globe, so essential to the com- 
fort and happiness of the people. Thi 
declaration of the noble Viscount did not 
all that some thought it did con- 
vey, and he thought the warm languag 

which had been used on both sides of the 
House afforded a proof of the dangerous 
position they were placed in by endeavour- 
ing to establish a protection for one class 


which was enjoyed by no other. He said 


| that the protec tion afforded to the agricul- 


turists was enjoyed by no other class of 
society, because the principle on which all 
their recent commercial regulations was 
founded required that a fixed protection ot 
should be given to thi 
That was the principle on 
which all their late commercial regulations 
had been founded,and the complaint was ge- 
neral amongst the manufacturers that agri- 
culture enjoyed a much greater protection 
I'he noble Earl opposite (Earl Stanhope) 
had curiously asked how rents and taxes 
were to be paid if the corn laws were re- 
pealed? Why, the protection given to 
corn was itself a tax upon the people, and 
surely it could not be argued that the con- 
tinuance of one tax would render them th« 
better able to pay other taxes. In regard 
to what had been said bythe noble Lord op- 
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posite, (Lord Ashburton), he was always in 
clined to hear with the greatest respect any 
observations which upon 
this subject, and he trusted, that the re- 
marks of the noble Lord in reference to a 
bill which had introduced into thi 
other House of Parliament, to permit th 
grinding of foreign corn, woul 


into the minds of those 


might ofler 
] 


edi 


he 


been 


d sink deep 
that 


whom 
| 


= 
DY 


measure had been rejected. There was 
one other point of great importance to 
which he wished to call attention. One 
of the great stadvantaves of the new Poor- 
law was, that it relicved the land of a vi ry 


great burden to which it had formeily been 
subjected. That burden had been 
reduced, and thei 
collect that one of the strongest arg 
in favour of the corn-laws was the 
which a provision for the poor imposed 
upon agriculture. ‘That argument was by 
the operation of the Poor-laws weakened, 
if not destroyed, and he trusted the cir- 
cumstance to which he h id pust < llude d 
would be kept in recollection in all future 
discussions on the corn-law system. 
Petition laid on the table 


ercatly 
uld re- 
unit 


Lordships wo 
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Pithes By Mr. G. PaLmeEn, from t \ t i 
Essex, against the Tithes Comn it Act 


Tirnes (Ineuanp).| Lord J. Russell 
moved that the House should resolve itself 
into Committee upon the lrish ‘Tithes 


Sill. 
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ind, he must ivocat t principie ¢ 1 
appropriation. The right hon. the Pre 
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Mr. Ward in rising to move the resolu- 


tions of which he had given notice, said 
he did so with reluctance; but a man 
who entertained strong feelings on any 


subject, as he did on this, and had not 
the courage to express those feelings, had 
no pretensions to claim a seat in the Le- 
gislature; and from the first moment 
became aware of the policy which he 
thought it was the intention of her Ma- 
jJesty’s Government to pursue, he inti- 
mated to the noble Lord his fixed deter- 
mination to take the course which he was 
now about to pursue; and he must savy, 
that he had too strong a sense of his duty, 
as a Member of this House, and too great 


a value for its time, to enter into the dis 


e 


cussion of a question which it was not his | 


1) | 
sident of tt Board of Contro Iso fay 
] 4 } ’ : 
HNiS enrire adherence to this pl Ipie, ind 
7 ] 
said, ona sul sequent casion, that not 
even t keep the Ministry in office would 
he consent t forego t } Lie pou of ip- 
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ition. In fa principle was 
rd Mel 


propri 


the mainspring of | uurne’s Go 


vernment during the whole of the years 
1835 and ] », and he was not awal 

that there was anything n the present 
state of [Ireland which would prevent the 


arzuments then used being still relied 


upon Che result of the debate, in which 
the right hon. Baronet moved that the 
Tithe Bill should be div ded into two 


thirty-seven 


majority of 


he right hon. Baronet. was 


to be remembered that the Catholic 
question, and the Reform Bill, and the 
[est Act were all carri although in 
the first instance they had all been thrown 
out in the House of Lords. ‘They were 
eventually su essful, because thev were 
persevered in, and he did | that this 
question, which had been taken up and 
made the corner-stone of the new cabinet, 


would not be thusa doned;: he thought, 
at all events, that every Vember of that 


have adhered it In 


binet 


would to 
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Baron t. the Member f North Devon 
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rescind the resolution, a clear majority of 
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favour of the resi l Why should it 
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struggle upon a point of 
which to him was a matter of the 
motion had 
been called an unfair motion to his own 
party and to the Lord. He had 
told by those who concurred with 
that he was putting 
unfairly forward at the expense 
of those who sincerely wished to act with 
him, aid that it would be 
him to wish to press his 
held 


very lax ideas of thi 


vreatest indiiference. His 


noble 


im in his opinions, 


himself 


gross iInju istice 
motion toa 


this | aAhQuage 


4 1 
ich ought to govern the con- 


luct of | ublic men The noble Lord, the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart 
ment, had not held this languag to him, 
but many others had. He should like to 


could he with consistency, pro- 


priety, or decency, hold the language 
which he had held with rezard 


Irish Chure dais = up that chureh as 
scribing it as nothing 
ynal but in ae nationality of its in- 


instance of Government 


‘of private friends he gave up a resolu- 
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He wished the 
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Lord 
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expansion in them that would justify and 
comprehend everything. He recoll lected, 
when the richt hon Baronet, the Mem 
1 bee | 


ber for Tamworth ace pted office in 1835 
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he political world were anxious to know 
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sa course of policy he would adopt! 
Many thought that he would abide, as he 
Tey S elf expre sed it, by the sense of the 
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‘than ecclesiastical purposes, A very 
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confess that Earl Grey was right, and he 
himself was wrong in supposing that they 
could pass a tithe bill for lrel; ind, inelud- 
ing appropriation, 
public opinion in this country. He had 
all possible respect for Marl Grey’s servi- 
ces—he acknowledged the debt which the 
him for having carried the 
-but he was bound equally to 
consider Lord 


country ower 
Reform “m - 
declare that he did not 
Grey a Brin authority on Trish 
W hen he looked back to the 
1833, the 


on those b nclie 


Wwasures, 
state of the 
OVE rwhe hi 


House in ling majority 


and the purposes to 


which it might have been appli ed, had 
not confidence in the Mbunistry a en 
shaken by the Coercion Bill —a_ bill 


which he could not look back to without 
shame and regret for the course he had 
himself —— when he recollected all 
these things, he did say, that Lord Grey 
was not an authority upon which he should 
be inclined to place reliance Irish mat- 
ters. There were two courses now open 
to them. One was, that they should abide 
by the principles ach. on five ditterent 
oceasions, they had affirmed, that they 
should not try to give this principle any 
practical effect, but wait till time and pub- 
lic opinion enabled them to do so. ‘This 
course would be consistent, and ought, in 
his opinion, to be followed. The other 
course was at once to admit that they had 
been in error, that the Gentlemen 
site were right and they were wrong, and 
that having broken up two ahi its 
on this principle, they were now ready to 
abandon it, and to admit that it was erro 
neous. The noble Lord had told the 
House that this bill would tend to produce ° 
peace and conciliation. What security 
was there for this? Was there any secu- 
rity that the Irish Municipal Bill would 
pass this session ? Was it not certain that 
the bill which they sent to the other House 
would not pass in its present shape? Hie 
called upon the noble Lord to reconsider 
the course he was pursuing. It was im- 


Oppo- 


in the pre sent state of 
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possible to look to Ireland without feeling | 


that no measure would be satisfactory un- 
less it comprehended the one thing want- 
ing. The people of Ireland did not seek 
for the total abolition of tithes; all they 
sought for was, the extinction of tithes, or 
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had, on a former occasion, recorded thei 
assent to the principle contained in his 
resolution to support it now, however then 
votes might be misrepresented, and how- 
ever unpalateable the motion might be to 
some who conscientiously concurred with 
him in thinking, that the course he was 
pursuing was the 
in the end, to promote the interests of re 
ligion rightly understood, and to secure 
the peace and stability of the British em 
pire. The hon. Member 
submitting the following res 


Hous 


course best calculated, 


, 
concluded by 
ee ; 
lution to tl 


i¢ 


Phat where on Ul rd of April, 
is Hlou i l to tl followin ( u 
tion 
That thi ilouse do resolve itself into a 


(‘ommittee of the whol llouse, in order to 
e present state of the Church Estab 
lishment in | eland, with 


os } 
any surplus ol the revenues, not 


the view of applyn 
1 ‘qu red fo. 
the spiritual care of its member s, to the gene. 
ral education of all classes of the pe ople with 
out distinction of religious persuasion 

“ And whereas, on the 7th of April, Lod, 
this Hlouse agreed t 1 second resolution 
stating 

‘That it is the opinion of this [House that, 
no measure upon the Tithes in [res 
adjust 


| subject of 
principle 


land can lead to a satisfactory and final 
ment which does not embody the 
resolution : 
“« And whe reas, on the 21st of July, 1835, 
into Committee upon the [rish Tith 
Bill, the Llouse refused to assent to an instrue- 


Committee, the object of which wa 


contained in the foregoing 
on going 


10h to th 
"to divide the Dill into two bills,’ becaus¢ in 
consistent with the preceding resolutions ! 
‘And whereas, on the 4th of June, 18 
the House rejected an amendment proposed 
upon the Irish ‘Tithe: 
Bill of that Session, to the eflect, ‘ Phat leave 
mnversion ot 


\ and | 
second reading of the 


be given to bring ina bill for the cx 
tithe composition into rentecharges, and foi 
the r¢ demption there of, and for the better dis- 
tribution of ecclesiastical revenues in Ireland :’ 

‘ And whereas, on the 17th of May last, in 
this present Parliament of 1838, this House 
refused to rescind the resolutions of 1835, 
which, consequently, remain upon its jour 
nals— 

“Tt be an instruction to the Committee, 
that they have power to make provision, in the 
present bill, for TLIVING ffect to these 
tions, by proceeding toa better distribution of 
ecclesiastical property in Ireland, and by ap- 


resolu- 


propri ating the surplu s revenues of the present 


their appropriation to useful public pur- | 


He called upon the 
to mere temporary expe diency or 


eae 
sacrifice 


pé arty convenience the eternal prince iples of 
justice, He « 


‘alled upon all those who 


House not to | 





Church E ‘stablis shment, not required for the 
cite care of its members, to the 
religious education of all classes of the people, 
without distinction of religious persuasion.,”’ 


noral and 


Mr. Hawes seconded the motion. 
Viscount Morpeth said, that although 
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the speech of the hon. Member f Sheffield t | f : ' 
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which usually marked what fell fi 
and although it embraced I 
arguments, aud som 

felt, that the course int ce 
sued by her Mayesty’s Gov 
quired ‘at the period at hich ft 2 





, 
now arrived, very /itt } 
but vhatever that mieht | . SI t “5, 
least, be stated bv | 33 
of diszuise or ¢ | ot 
yf | t 4 pS 
fom seckn ») CHCOVItET "ae by 
aii ‘ 
and deduction I iid 
y : P ' 
Sheflield ; they were, many 1 th a; 
deed, of th une t tt a 
, , , Ki 
those Which, With W teve ‘ 
he felt that he had } > 
t a 
casions ventured to ure pon th eit 


tion of Parliament; they were, in faet, tl 1 dut is 
grounds upon which the ¢ f the ¢ lrela itd 
vernment on th quest 1 i i 

rested, Nor did |] on this « n. ou 


to endeavour to pursur the ca farthe: { 42 
or to follow the track of ¢ hon. MM Ss 
for Shefheld in his renewed i 
the anomalies and the abus ft irish ‘. 
Church. Ile considered the case of that ! FH 


Church to be now what h had alway \ i 
Con idered it, and hi id Hey hin lin from { ( ( t} i ; 


cle scribing if ret + EXpressiy if t | 1 


that On this ocea Ol 1t \ not h 
t ' c 0) aR aS es ae 
On tO en1rores tne pr \] Oi 
| 1 | ae) See | " 
fion, as he laid asi fia i 
] ty } , 
held, wd Wa his opt hh ¢ 


to be an offensive weay 

establishment, he did not wish to | f 
the appearance ol urying on tl 

ment after dropping the meast 
would, in his opinion i tel 

wlu, it would be ¢ raili 
they had done 1 ‘hit zs | } 
the substantial justice of the que 
mained where it was when thev 


the resolutions of 1835, 1 when 
cently they refused to re nd them: | } 
his Opinion also was, that a peri had 

now come in 1853, aiter the exper lem that all ae 


of the unsuccessful attempts of three suc 
cessive years, wh n if becam 1. matter 
paramount expediency, or, in other words, y ty 


of paramount duty to terminate, at least | H : { for We 


to do the best to terminate, to leave nojS ie 
step untried, by which they might Ope it lw I l hat 


to terminate, the excitement, the agitation, 
the collisions, the litivation, the inereasin Sut he t 
dissensions, between the clergy and laity, | o! rainin pt || $ 
the biting exasperations between | itho- | adopti the p | ve the 4s 
lics and Protestants, and the inereasine | cou ( 
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had been publicly avowe d. For his own J getting 
part, he would distinctly state, that never | s I} that 
since he had embarked in public life, had | civil 
he known lreland to be in so da yerous aj} { 
situation as that in which it was at present. | ,W 
Ile had often known occasions when the] a lent 
apprehension of armed ist t 

’ Government was entertained in Ireland f | 
he had often felt, th proceedings h t 
been adopted whi h rendered it Im t 
impossible that an armed | 
not tak pl Ce 5 but on h 
afraid than ever that a collision m 
place which would 1 inate ina 
misery and insecurity to all part ha 
Was incaleul Wie. Ins i Kil ! 
stimulate the tithe agitatio 
ing in Ireland, every man who had influene 
in that country, as all knew who were | proj 
acquainted with its internal condition, | 
exerted himself to the utmost t vate if. l t 
He had himself p! claimed this diSsent | 
from the course which many persons in| TI 
Ireland were now pursuing. In end 
vouring to mitigate thi present excite- | Uj 
ment, he had lost much of that popularity | | 
on which it was said here, that he placed | present 1 

had en J 


such immeasurable value. EH 

for some time past, the ebullition of th 

public mind—he had seen, for some time 

past, that, though the surface was tran-| upon 1 
{ 
| 


processes, the Church might ueceed in , cone 
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i 
r 
upon it; and 

‘ 
' 
T ti 7 
hat such a 
, 
| | 
| pt both 
i 
promise, and 
| , 


who called for the extinction 
quil, there was beneath the surface a vol i tithe altogether. This was the situation 
cano ready to burst, which, if it did h the hon. Gentlemen opposite had 
burst, would spread ruin and destruction | at last brought the Hou If, three vear 
all around it. In spite of all the attempt | », they had cor te pass bill 
which the Marquess of Normanby had} they would havi ) ited | in 
made to tranquillise the public mind— I half stury V psed_ befor 
spite of all the exertions made DY thie st | t ! cou is l { 
friends of Ireland to give effect to % elon every that they sed t 
attempts, there had been meetings, not | . peo} lreland 
only of tens of thousand nd of fifties of | t {i yf t les 
thousands, but also of hundreds of thou la ib By the | nt bill « 
sands, for the entire abolition of the pre- | m t obtained tha 
sent tithe system. On that subject | hay t 
people of Ireland r¢ quired no stimul i | « { ( dt 1 years 
wanted no leaders, took no advice. ‘The Cro t r Bo 
came together of their own accord, th yj} a Op! tv ( 
sought no appropriation of a paltry ima- | men opposite proposed ty-fiy 
ginary surplus; but they called for the; per cent. from t c] | sput 
entire abolition of the tithe system. If it} was only It five pel t , alt 
served the party purposes of hon. Gent! la i, it W ( san tio! 
men opposite , he had not the slightest | Un th | ipl hy Dy} ition, 
objection to let them know that that fact th id f ft [lous e agreed, 
existed. ‘The determination of the people} You giv t to the lan take it 
of Ireland was not to pay tithe, and, pay | fi clergy, and what « | he what 
it, he could assure the House, that they | term was given to that 1 mode of dis- 
would not. By calling out the army and, tributinge it Three vea Zo the peoy li 
the police, and by Issuing Exel quer | ol Ireland would hay tak { se tern 
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toneued, that they will no 
They would not 


longer pay 
tA 


UC 


any tithes at all. 


deluded by any imaginary surplus, that | 


was to expand as Protestantism contracte d, 
and to contract as Protestantism ¢ xpanded, 
‘The hon. 


accede at 


Centlemen opposite would not 
! 


the propet time to a rea 


SO} ill 


proposition, and now they turned round 


upon the people of Treland, and told them 
that they would be unreasonable if they 
demanded that this surplus should be 
applied to useful spiritual purposes. He 


certamly intended to vote waimist th 
motion ( f the hon. Member for Sheftield. 
He was for carrying ort th 
appropriation to a greatcr extent than that 
proposed cither by the hon. Member for 
Sheftield or by the bill itself. He had al- 
ready informed the House what he intended 
to propose in licu of this bill. He required 
that out of the consolidated fund, provision 
should be made for the payment of the 
clergy of the established Church of Ire- 
land, and that all the expense formerly 
incurred, for the maintenance of peace in 
that country, should be thrown upon the 
tithe fund, but should be paid at first out 
of the revenues received by the Woods 
and Forests. Thus they would have a 
compensation fund formed for what they 
paid the clergy of the established Church 
of Ireland. He knew, that it was idle fo: 
him to address the House upon this sub- 
ject in any hope of succeeding, but he 
had told them the terms, and the only 
terms, upon which the people of Ireland 
would acquiesce in an arrangement of this 
sort. In Ireland, tithes were appropriated, 
not to the spiritual wants of the people, 
but to the temporal wants of the clergy. 
There was not a single parish in Ireland, 
in which the Roman Catholics did not 
outnumber the Protestants of all denomi- 
nations, ‘Take, for instance, the Protest- 
ant province of Armagh. Many Gentle- 
men who heard him, imagined that the 
Protestants of the established Church ex- 
ceeded in number the Roman Catholics 
in the province of Armagh. Nay, many 
imagined, that the Presbyterians and other 
Dissenters exceeded the Roman Catholics 
in that province. In that province the 
number of Protestants of all denomina 
tions was 1,171,618. The 
Roman Catholics was 1,955,129. This 
eave a surplus of Catholics over Protest- 


ants of 783,505. If they went to the 


other provinees, they would find the re- 
Take the province of 


sult the same, 


( principle of 


number of 


{COMMONS} 


| 


i Protestants of all 


| 1,063,618. 


‘ciple pervading their institutions ? 


| three 
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(Ire land ). 


The numb Y “of 
denominations was 


Dublin, for instance. 
number of Catholics was 
This gave a surplus of Ca 
Protestants of 880,072, In 
the province of Cashell the 


Protestants of all 


183,609. The 


tholics over 
number of 


denominations was 


which rave a surplus to the Catholies ol 
2,107,801 \eain, in the province tI 
Protestants of all 


Tuam, the number of 


denominations was 45,768 ; the number of 
j Which eave a 
Catholics of 1,142,800. 


then of all denominations 


Catholies was 1,188,568, 
lus to th 

The gross total 
)f Protestants in the four provinces of Ire 
land was 1,516.8 0, and of Catholics was 
5,431,008, which gave a surplus to the 
1,914,178 or deducting the 
establishment, who 


Catholies of 
Protestants of the 
amounted to 852,064, gave 
the Catholics over the members of the 
established Chureh of 5,578,944. And 
ifter all this, the county heard of the ne 


a surplus to 


Xe present over- 


If they were to 


cessity of maintaining t 
rrown establishment. 
havean union between the three countries, 
ought there not to be one common prin- 
Had 
they in England a Church belonging only 
to a fraction, and a small fraction, of tl 
people ? No, quite the reverse. In Scot 
land it was the same. What, however, 
was the case in Ireland? There they had 
the Chureh of less than a million person 
pitted against 6,800,000 Catholics. It 
was idle under such circumstances to talk 
of the principle of the union pervading the 
the contrary, the 


eC 


countries. On 


| principle which pervaded all the proceed- 


ings of the Legislature was that of de 


| clarine the people of Ireland to be their 


inferiors. He asked whether, if the case 
were reversed, and there were in England 
a million of Catholics overriding the 
Charch of ten or twelve millions of Pro- 
testauts, there was a single man in the 
House, who would not admit, that the 
Protestants of England, would meet in 
tens and hundreds of thousands to put an 
end to such a state of things? They 
would not meet peaceably and orderly, as 
the people of Ireland had hitherto met. 
No; their very first meeting would en- 
danger the Crown, and shake the con- 
The people of Ire- 
land were men, like the people of England. 
The y had the same feelings- they had 
the same sense of this crying injustice ; 


stitution to atoms. 
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and they had. besides it Durning re- 


collection ot 


Chit 


? 


hundreds of other tyurn 


What was the Parliamentary Reform Bill | they would not cain the pe 


-what was the franchise—what was thi 


Municipal Reform Bill you had Iven to] 


They felt, that every re- 
volution of Kneland 


thetr country 
had only hil 


additional myury upon them, Could they 


be eX pe cted to forvet—-forciven they had 
~the first act of the reformed Parliament 
of Great Britain towards them? Could 
they be expected to forget that the first 
Act of the reformed Parliament was 


abolish 


1? 


entirely the titution in Lre 
LI< app iled Lo the 


man opposite, whether they wer 


coll 
Jian hon. Gentle- 


putting 


ng the cause of Protestantism by 
Protestantism forward on all occasions as 
an impediment to the progress of good 
Ireland? What 
reason why they refused a full and eflicient 
reform to Ireland ? What 


CA- 


government ip 


Was the 


Protestantism 
was the reason that a fuller and mo 


land ?¢ 


not given to Ire 
What was the 


tensive franchise was 
—Protestantism. 


reason | 


that corporate relorm was uot ext nded to | 


lreland ?~-Protestantisin. 


Gentlemen opposite came out on all ocea- 
sions with their ‘* Protestantism” as an 
argument against doing justice to Treland, 
they must not be surprised if they could 
not conciliate to it the r¢ Spe tand atlection 
of the people of Ircland. ‘They had long 
tried every species of coercion and had 
failed ; they had, also, for ) years tried 
the sword and eibbet, and had failed 
Did they fancy that they could succeed 
by their present mode of ar: ingine Trish 


differences? He felt it to be his duty t 


protest against the 
Member for Sheflield. He 
against the bill, because he ( 
deprive himself of aby chance which might 
remain of mitigating the spirit which now 
raged throughout Ireland. Gentlemen 
opposite might, if they pleased, suppose 
that he was one of those who had roused 
that spirit; but he had neither t 
nor the demerit of reviving the tithe agita- 
tion: that was first revived under the aus- 
pices of the noble Lord the Member fo 
North Lancashire. So far from wishing to 
continue it at the present moment, he had 
done all he could to prevent it. Ie had 
held out the olive branch, and it had been 


motion of the hon, 
would no vote 


would nec 





ie merit 


refused: he had done all in his power to | ceded 


induce the Protestants of Ireland to assist 
him in obtaining a settlement, and had 
met with very little success; but he 


} 


] 


| 
| 
} 


{ | 
Ovptal i] 1 cley anal cist 


that by convertiu til rit 


had } question fax more than b Ons 


They would turn the land! | } tith 
proprietors; they 1 ruta continual 
distractions between landlord i tenant 
in e than that, they ld throw 
| ibbat \ landlords mito tl rat { Why ate 
JOY lle shi ital prov uly iV ye itl 
{ Ww recoll tion, that 1 Hhach te ld th ' 
{ vy W id | repcal 1. by pa 
such a ll as this, conciliate tl 
| t il; they were merely rat 
ip up il Lhe! li oti { d person 
\ pirit | 1 est Stl Wi ild be 
OV vilaneed by tronger feclin Lt thy 
t of tl rent chat to b 
forced by tithe | es 5 they would 
{ hal \ l \ { l ye ic cloth 
i I ) in ft WS by 
, 
| S stl NH \ 1«] per 
petu { trity | iDlish 
II ose. t t a plan 
| i it em id prt n by 
they would thro | eousolt 
d l fund the expense of a | vision I 
S ul Prot int clergyman as they 
( | ul in Ireland id « npen 
I 
Sat rit by paying t { mount ol 
it obl yn t | nt ( ! from 
( ] isa V ol j i Vain at 
tempt i presery i titl iue Of 
I a lle had s duty by 
t Hlou of ( . 
( ild foll th tisty 
I 
{ Di Ly l f th 
{ 
; t (SUI I a 1} 
| 
y te! hem y did under 
stand )) > t| ut stat 
f Ireland, and 1 \ ved from 
ther uld not be by t whee 
duc by this plan for teration of 
th t law, but 1)\ th ( hi l rt 
| sed th p op! yf fy i nd l th rs 
ind above all by tl ixiety not to di 
turb su 1. GrOYV ment $ \ \ sted in 
that « nt 
\] H said l I tanding 
the hour was yet carly, he w not sui 
pris 1th { my non ( tI eu should 
i 
) eae fol t CIVISIOI I tht present 
sul ct was not on rf th Liat would 
ear discussiol At the ne time he felt 
that it deserved to receive discussion to a 
much rreatel xtel than \ wld be con- 
led to it, for although t pp ired 
on the surface to b methine of a well 
understood discord, there was in this 


-* 


HED. tae 





































ie 












1195 
To 
churn Gentlemen 
} 
who had the had de 
livered orations three hours in length upon 


might 


had been ifatedl aa that 
SUCCESSIVE debate 


tree ot thie House 


Liat 


various subjects, which they all 


have well known, by referring to forme: 
Parliamentary debates, were little else thar 
a compendium ¢ f ron 

thus had heaped up a memorial of great 
pretensions, pretensions measured by th 
} 


by discussions, and 


ngth of a speech— great because it wa 


long, profound beeause it was unintel- 
livible. Temust be allowed to say, how 
ever, that there had be en no subrect of 


ercater moment, ind yet there was none 


that would be of more momentary Iport 
ince, tha that ] \ before them 
and if he should sueceed in ei 1 he 
attention of tine 1] ust ily ror < fi ‘ 
ninutes, it would be attributable to t! 
kindness which coneeded to th speak 
the expression of remarks that \ ild h 

. } l ‘ 

sympath i : Givi n ) \ port, 
for he belor d to that powerful pa l 
the tlousc t! it | never Vv t | i ed 
beea IS¢ t ha no 1 ilow< i \ 
fratilyinge f y him 1OW iat refiect 
succeeded inquiry, so the soundir f 
Opinion would ! pUstitie i by tir thr 


ibject now un consideration, when | 
Was dc not ed I iT ~ he ne. a i ul d 
Friend for not supporting a motion which 
for the most cogent reason: he had now 
told the House he would oppose It wa 


then stated that his opini yns would be re- 
pul ive to his constituents, and that it was 
only requisite to 
that p 


in order t 


t 
be kuown that he 
ace honestly to record 
vat he might feel the 
weight of their indignation, and forfeit 
their confidence. Though all 
predicted, yet it was some 
not the 
clusive, to find that in this short space of 
time the sentiments which he then ventured 
Lo express 


desired in | 
th m, I 
this was 
atisfaction, 
valuable because it was ex- 


] 
ess 


were now concurred in by those 
had then most prominently and 
strenuously opposed them. What great 
injustice was committed when they de- 
scribed the people of Ireland as the most 
inflammable of the empire, and talked of 
the country as being ready 
into conflagration by the torch of discord, 
whea his hon, Friend told them, that they 
were treading upon a volcano, that in a 
few short hours the eruption would break 
forth, an eruption perhaps of as much 


who 


to be thrown | 


Poth SCOMMONS} 


| 
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i Treland ) 


witnessed th on 


hat did tt amount 


ihat bat ly 


splendour 


}ofthe parks, Afterall wha 

j}to¢ All Ireland was ready to break out 
| into a state of turbulence if they would not 
pass this measure. And what was it? 





had | 


oposed in that 


Vhen it was [louse to 
consecrate the great and solemn principlk 
hie h id Ven 


xpress his as- 
‘ 


of appropriation tured in th 


icity of his mind to « 


tonishment at the notion that there was 
any danger in the consecration of that 
principle, and now he found that they 
were all up im arms in its favour Not a 
word ¥ |, nota whisper \ ) hed 
or would there be, 1 the other side, 





a Lc 

for spiritual food ho told them that tl 

{i inta af liv 7 ter oucht to ly 
ope t } | } ng }) ( p! wl 
were pre} a ort iy mot r by 
which the peoy | be taxed for tl 

up} ‘ i of ( tablished 
Chi | S] KI th LOSE @raciou 

themost kind, the most paternal way, in sup 
port of a bill by which not the principle ol 
i S 

ippropi t vould | CC enized, but the 
pring ple of sacrileg anctioned and acted 
Upol Phirty per cent., or twenty-five p 

cent r what d the paltry difter 
ence ?—was to be the extent of the plundei 
Af tois very mom f they wel told the 
hideous spirit of popery was stalking th 


men of Christain zeal, o 
as to this world’s benefits, who were looking 
for their reward 
wanted 
their efforts fe 
truth. Yet the men them so 


prep red to agree toa that 
| 


twenty-five pei 
cent. from the already inadequate funds ot 
handed over to the miserable 
rit of Papal 
ves of the Universities ? 
He asked them were they prepared to 
stand by and see the foundations of Pro 
testantism thus assailed without stepping 


from on hich, and who 
support to 
defence of 


told 


measure 


strenethen 


inert ised 
yr thre religious 
who 
would take away at least 
a country 
soul-destroying 


Where were the 


; 
errol 
{ 


'in, and with all their power of eloquencs 


| 





and still more all their streneth of Christian 
zeal, rescuing the Church from this un- 
hallowed plunder? His hon, Friend ad- 
vised them to resort to the consolidated 
fund. Why, he could scarcely imagine 
that anything could be more gratifying to 
hishon. Friend and those who thought 
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Chur h ti 
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qaney ol rey j i 
li de ( y i 
cal ( eclat i i } 
Ol means fo! | 
1 ] ] I ) 
truth in Eneland, I 
which arose trom } i i 
of Ireland to th au yr tt 3 y : Sturn had I 
ey i t rn } | sO. fotir 
bevevarly Churcl yt Lune i i { y i \ Inge 
relieve their ill-requited . ih 
| | hi il ! ii} 1 she 
them bolstel up tb cause ¢ ; 
ee ; ; 
and ho long rm f ita n i I it i i cy ; és 
} yt ts SS t + : 
proach, that the lights of pov y rt f 
, ] le { Hy 
| he Waa. ve 1, ent lity { ls, for ; 
Christianity were starving ; let {hem a : Wpial 0} l iM 
a eee aan ; s mot t aay money ? 
from Ireland those  superilu rich mom 00 n oa 


which were not to be found 1 ‘ ( ; i ‘ ' ag . he 
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politic il serenity which hac 





ind, they would say to one an 
Be quiet, say Hothing, don’t let it 


} 


ul dovery well. Ve shall not 

70/. to the consolidated fund, 
\ \ tit, LOO/.,; and any fu 
{ t may v n ( ary. Phi 

1 
mi2gnt trolnow ih Course tr time 
c co ed the principle that 
of t reliwion was to BY sup 
tof the consolidated fund. It 
' ] ° ] 

ry well for his hon. Friend to 
and huckle at then delusion, 


it delusion it was, foi he wa 


Oe ee ee ' ] 
satisied, that hon. Gentlemen 
: 17 
ver side, and he would go thy 
ivin four-fifths of the hon 
non h wn side of the Hous 
V W I] piea | LO c| ul th 
I Mmpalish | iurch, id th 
| | 
i I \ tuer Chureh, Upol 
1 4 ’ * 
a fund, tf its resources Wel 
] i ¢ 7 t vr 
A G uate i ii irposes 
i ae. 
! stce nothel yisideration 
h not very likely to be a 
t t' } +? 
) I Lilt ‘¥ i Wt 4}? 
1 ! res | ] 
y it nd Ich uch to | 
l i who were to give a vote 
rs ] 
l i ea rq 
j i ra ‘ W how 
t hon. Gentlema 
terms of adm nh 
uk OF the | sophical caimn 
! 
fied composure which led him to 
| iti insull to himsell al 
} } 
\ \ ( Wa i ed aloW 
) it t no pill for th 
{ bl trish Chureh could 
} 
isfactory that did not con 
\ 
ppropriat lause lf the rigl 
nan, hov nd his nume 
Ve tS, i til 1 PUT 
' } } } 
cl its \ wished, SO HOUT 
‘ 1 ! ] 
i meh iwvour Of the ruinbiel 
mptamed. On tl occasion, fi 
| lawacd } } ° 
id but followed his leader; 
wnt . 
Ol pri Lut ) n army to choos 
} ) ‘ } i 
of confict; that otece wa 
1 by great men of elevated sta 
vd | | yr 4} { 1,] ? 
nad to 100k Over the ficid, and 


on the most advantageous site. 
the battle was fought with grea 
, and he must say with rreat suc 
d now behold the result ! LT 
ion, Members on the 


come oOvel 


Oy 1 , . I 
ugh he inferred from it a @oou 


suspicion, If they could fortu- 
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nately rive the go by to the pp. 


‘ clause —— this imvaluable P| 
fi ; win? 
4 clause - DY whi hh A) ray yf 
F might be ippli d to th pury 
education—if they could ceive 
to this invaluabl dy lag h 


a compromise, although it would 
j duty of the House to mfet 


juences, One thing he protested 





- hi it this was to Lye a il 
juillizing Ireland ; 
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wrre served. VO LC Tine wouid, 


but he saw in the concession 1] 
ince of hostility, he saw the m 





stirring up their tenants 
under the impression that 
sisting th rate (and thel yas 


1 the tith (| 


ference be 


futile in its effects 

Sir 2. Jaglis observed, 
ber for Southw: rk, who seemed 
ider himself the very model of co 
had directed so much of 
that (the Opposition) side of th 
that he had imposed upon him 
Inglis), the necessity of addr 
llouse. The hon. Member had 
that the principle was conc 
House adopted the propositi 
noble Lord, or that of 1 
Friend, the Member for the Univ: 
Dublin. He agreed witl 


34 i 
24 thie fi 


tleman, that it was a concessi 
ciple, if either twenty-five pet 
thirty per cent were agreed t 
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he was clad to hear his hon. Fries 


mitted, be too large to secure that! 


that hostility, the cupidity of la 


eli ti 
that they would, with practised cun: 


and aristocratical art, excite thelr 
to resistanee, and to all those act 
a] i . mt ] ot 
that responsibility, which ultimate 
~ ] 1) } ; 
up to ¢ pital liability pul till we Ww 
understood, that by this concess 
li unent was not consuitinge ft Cul 
, 1 , , 
tiie eat, but the interests t | 
, 
chan I makit ’ | 
a st p to WICK! F 
“or : : 
the attalrs r the ¢ 
neglected, was gon No sact 
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be too preat to have the great qu 
ttled. Ile believed, that tl 
ri = . ' nr} ry | 
sreat Gelusion mn th principl 
' | ; t iy 
fraud in the a ik, ce EI ‘ i 
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lic expectations, and ea 
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public business in the propo 
ould not give his support to a pr 
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which was dishonest in its pur} 
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been shown, that the law could not 
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islation i? 
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Lal prine} 1 4 
tendency of } S ~ ts 
ected to ; 
while h it ft 1 
} 
Phi LCITCY } ( { i 
on this subject was inte1 t] 
al - eS ‘ ' ' ; 
I iUtIONS plea Martie f 
EeSO! t iS, | } ; 
Irom the use of e€xcis arty 
they attained their ol 
was nothing at all in the B 
excitement What, 
a measure as this, which did not teri { " i 
alter the « xisting law of tit! ad Sy | pl | aisti f 1c ¢ 
of Ireland did not call for it; they 
warded it with unequivocal hatred Did; Autris 
’ Tf } ] * 
the clergy ask for it? He appreh K y 
; ane ] = ; } 
not, for he had s 11 Solu ns | 
bodies of the clergy, in ditter | 
the country, in which this very 1 
was most strongly condemned, tie al { ion i 
] § + . ] + 1! y ’ t 
objected that the tithe would still ren 


though under another name. Tlon. ¢ ‘ 
tlemen on the O l 


nNnosition i¢ 
if IS i i ‘ 
rt 


tofore protested loudly against the appli. ul et be recol that tl riz 
cation of any portion of the | hurch | clergy had nev ' this y, ¢ } 
revenues to any other than ecclesiastical | the | le paid it; the a inde 

purposes; yet they now gave their assent | the Millr ket in 1 of } is mad 


to the cutting off of one-fourth of th | c] y with led ot 


tithes, for the purpose of putt t into md twenty VE 

the pockets of the landlords. % ( hi et P 
duct was altogether inconsistent. He was} that all future incum t 1 futu 

opposed to this Bill, because he thought | cupiers th 

it a delusion on the public. He said th repayment of tl bill so that i 


from no party feelings or motives; for h vas \ i it n the he 
hardly expected that he should have a| first instance from incumbents who had ; 
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never received it, and through them from 
occupiers who might 
liable to pay it 3 
could not in common fairness press this 
payment, after having in 1835 and 1836 
brought in bills remitting it, and since 
passe d two temporary ‘acts suspending the 
enforcement of it, and he (Mr. Shaw) 
could mention cases where the clergy had 
consulted the Government whether they 
could safely receive and give receipts for 
the accruing composition without the mil- 
lion instalments, and the Government 
advised them to do so, without enforcing 
the payment of the instalments : 
ing them to run from year to year in arrear 
until the whole 
consistency or 

attempt to recovel 
making ¢ 
collect near 700,000. from the occupying 
tenantry, he (Mr. Shaw) would be glad to 
see the balance of the million paid over in 
lieu of all arrears due to the clergy, as 
had been proposed by the 


never have been 


then the Government 


so allow- 


justice they cannot now 


them. So far from 


noble 


is due, and in common | 


Lord | 


COMMONS} 





| 


iny such futile attempt as now to | 


; 


(Lord Morpeth) in his Bill of 1835, and } 


thus to have a clear stage 


sent moment, all future money dealings 


from the pre- | 


being between the landed proprietor and | 


the tithe-owner. He would therefore 
move the omission of this Clause, reserv- 
ing the clause he intended as 
for the proper period. 

The Chancello) of the Exch quer ob- 
jected to the Amendment, first, in point 
of form, and 


a substitute 


secondly, because if the | 


Government consented to remit the repay- | 


ment of the arrears under the Million Act, 
they must = consent to surrender all 
arrears due by the occupying tenant to 
the clergy, for they would not be able 

collect them without hazarding the 
of thecountry. The clause stated, that 
the act for the recovery of ass arrears 
should remain in force, as if the right to 
the compositions were still subsisting, 
until Parliament should otherwise provide. 
That was all the House was called upon 
to assent to; while the right hon. Gentle- 
man, by his Amendment, would deprive 
the Crown of all chance of recovering 
arrears due under the Million Act, and 
thereby cause a loss to the country of 
640,000/. He put it to the right hon. 
Gentleman himself whether the rele: ise of 


all parties from the payment of advances 
made under the Million Act would not be 
unjust, and particularly so in the case of 
the lay impropriators 


of tithes, many of 


et ice | 
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whom wealthy, and in most 
cases the owners in fee. 
Lord Stanley said, that if this clause, 


would in all 


were very 


were allowed to remain, it 
probability prove a bar to the settlement 
of the question. The proposition con- 


tained in the clause of the right hon 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Kxeche 
quer required much time for consideration. 
It required much information on matter 
of detail, and the ought to know, 
before it decided upon it, many circum- 
stances of which it was not now in pos- 
and amonest others, how much 
of the instalments had been collected, and 
what remained due from the occupying 
tenant. If the Chairman decided, that 
the course proposed by his right hon. 
Friend the Member for the University of 
Dublin, could not be entertained in point 
of form, they must bow not to justice, 
but to the forms of the House, but other- 
wise he should support the motion of his 
right hon. Friend. 

Mr. Harve y said, that the effect of the 
proposition of the right hon. Recorder of 
Dublin was, that the people England 
should forego 640,0002. in hard cash, in 
order to secure peace for Ireland. Ile 
protested against the people of England 
being saddled with an exaction which he 
could otherwise than 
dishonest in its origin. 

Mr. Sergeant Jackson was decidedly of 
that this money ought to be re- 
mitted. The clergy of Ireland had had 
every reason from the Government of the 
country to believe that they would not be 
called on to refund the money. 

Mr. Shet/ considered that the present 
proposition was quite in with 
the declaration of the Lord the 
Ilome Secretary in 1830, 

Mr. O'Connell had all alone said, that 
the money would never be paid back ; and 
and let them do what they would, it never 


louse 


session, 


never consider as 


opinion, 


accordance 
noble 


| would be refunded. 








Mr, Shaw thought that, under all the 
circumstances of would be 
better to withdraw the clause he meant to 
propose, for the present, in order that he 
might propose it upon the bringing up 
of the report. 

Clause 2 agreed to. 

On Clause 3, 

Mr. Shaw said, he fully concurred in 
the principle, that there should be some 
allowance made on account of the in- 
creased security which the present mea- 


the case, it 
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sure gave to the incomes of the clergy, | 
Ife was ready to make a reasonable allow- 

ance; 30 per cent. he did not think in- 

volved any principle whatever, 
objected to that deduction, because 
thought its amount unreasona 
Should say, that 20 per cent. woul 
very proper sum, but as 25 per cent. 


Tithes 








1} 
dk 


been already mentioned, he saw 


difficulty in receding from it. At present 
the various deductions from the incom 
the clergy amounted to not less th 
per cent. while the 


average incomes 
| 


whole body of the clergy did not 
} 


Pe 507, a-Vear., He 
of “ seven-tenths,” 


‘* three-fourths.” 


Viscount Morpe th did not think 
sum proposed by the Government wa 


all unreasonable. 


the state of Ireland 
of the sum which | 


should move, 


to introduce thie 


There was ne thine 


to change thei: 


1 


vad uniformly been 


out as the proper allowance. 


The Committe 


motion Ayes I&838; 
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divided on the orte 
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Vernon, G. H 


Sinclair, Sir G Vivian, J. FE. 
Spry, Sir S. 7 Waddingt n, I] 
1 1 ] > 

staniey i >. 





‘hompson, Ald Wiah 


lassi 
GIscussion on the 


S iltory 


’ 


Mir. Brotherton moved that the Chair- 
report progre 


Mr. O’ Connell was t would 


, ° 'y } 


be impossivle to finish the clause to-night 


quit eC Sul 


| iy } ] 
Ile therefore hoped the Chairman would 
port progress 


The Committee divided Ayes 58 


Noes 219—Majority 161. 

Iwo other divisions, on similar mo. 
tions took place, ind it not being possibl 
to carry the bill any further at that time, 
on a third such motion | Ing mad If 
was n le neer Of nosed 

Th Hlouse then resumed the Com« 

ittee to sit in 

HO}. Ty 7 (> | LOR DS 
Tuesday, Jul 1838 
’ <a 
D 
la 

Noire ic Ept 1ON IRELAND). ] The 
Bish f Bex rese to call their Lord- 
hips i tention toa very lnportant peti- 
tO? It related to tl} conduct of the 
Com one] f Edueation in Ireland, 

ds ecank m the Rev. Mr. Stoney, thi 
rector of a parish in the county of Mayo 
Ihe petitioner complained, that the com- 

iSSLON had appt inted to be their teacher 
n the national school established in his 
parish a person of the name of O’ Donnell. 


dismissed from 
lismissed too on the 


Vy be en 


A 
the coast ouard, and 


rround of his having made seditious 
speeches. [t might be said that this 
charge had. been examined before the 
commissioners; that, at all events, was 
the answer which was now given to the 
| allewations Phe question was certainly 


3 - Lay 
inquired mto py thr 


with ereat minufteness, 


cominittee last yea 
it appeared 


that 
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ing what had already taken place on this 
subject, that their Lords ships would adopt 
any steps in this matter. If he could ie 
dulge in such a hope, he certainly would 
conclude with the motion which he 


now intended to make the 


not 


namely, that 


petition he laid on the table. On the con- 
trary, he should in that case, move, that 
the allegations contained in the pe tition 


should be most se riously inquired into, in 
the hope that. if the 


the petition were borne out by 


matters set forth in 


proof their 


Lordships would approach the throne, and 
request that this man should be dismissed 
from the school: nay, he would go further, 


commissioners, who had 
iuthority, should also be 
situations. Tle 


and ask that the 
thus abused their 
from their 


dismissed did 


not, however, impute individual blame to 
all the commissioners. [fle was sure that 
the noble Duke (Leinster) whose name 


stood at the head of the commission would 
suffer any rather than lend him- 
self to such proceedings, if he w 
of them. But, individually, the 
sioners could not have cognizance of every- 
thine that was done in their name. He 
must, theretore, speak of them as a body, 
and he must say, looking at them in that 
point of view, that some of their proceed- 
ings were contrary to all 
tice, to all regard for fairness, 
the respect which was due 
character. They might, perhay 
themselves safe in ac ting is they \ pl ased ; 


sacrifice 
as 


await 


ComMnis- 


feelings of jus- 
and even to 
their 
s, consider 


to 


OwWwnh 


they might deem themselves to be a sort 
of © chartered libertine who were at 
libs rty to do what they liked. Still, how- 


ever great the support they might receive, 
mleht 
conceived to b 


be dk terred from 


r unsuceessful his efforts 
he 


neve 


and howev: 
he in exposing what 
abuses, he should 
the fearless performance of his duty. 


ITe | 


{LORDS} 
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Why, it would remove from their useful 
labours the Duke of Leinster, the arch- 


bishop of Dublin, Provost of ‘Trinity 


College, Mr. Blake, Mr. Holmes, and 
other equally cstimable men. Mr. O'Don 
nell had been rebuked by the Board of 
Commissioners for Education in [Ireland 
for the part he had taken ina procession 
in honour of the titular Archbishop of 


‘Tuam, but it was too much to put him 


now on his trial for the use of seditiou 
jlanguage alleged to have been uttered by 
lhim so long ago as the year 1831, and 
}of which up to the present hour no 
} notice had been taken, nor until the mi 

| sionaries who had taken up their abode 
jin the island of Achill thought fit to 
j}make a representation to the Board 
}of Education Commissioners in the yeai 
11835. However, on receipt of that com 








| foi 


| Suage 


' 
1 . 1? 
to the evidence of MC 


should now move ‘that this petition be 
{ 


laid on the table. 


Lord Plunkett felt it necessary, after the 


had directed thei 
with Lieutenant 
the district 
()’ Donne I] 
Service, to thr 

Lieutenant [; 


his recollee tion 


the board 
to communicate 
the 


it 


munication 
secretal V 
Irwin, of 


whom 


coast guard, in 
had been 


that 


by alleg@ed 


was dismissed from as 


ol 


wrot 


the accusation 
Win back, that 1 
nothing had occurred as to the dismissal of 
O'Donnel worthy of The noble 
and learned Lord read letters from 
Lieutenant Irwin, one stating that he did 
not recollect O’ Donnie l] : the second stating 
that O'Donnell been dismissed on 
charge of using sloyal ha 
If O'Donnell had been dismissed 
the circumstance 
would have in the memory ¢ f Licu 
Irwin. With regard to the el 
by O'Donnell of 
A oe 
arthy and Routleda 


Cause 


notice. 
two 


hed oO il 
editions and dis] | 
rape@ues. 
impropel conduct 
1: ! 
Irved 
tenant 
of the use 
the 


large 
seditious lan 
rned lord referred 


noble and 


befure the Education committee, which 
went to show, that they themselves had 
not heard the words imputed in the pe- 
| tition used, that the speech itself had 
never been reduced to writing, and that 
the charge had never been communicated 


observations of the right rev. Prelate, to | 
request their Lordships’ attention for a 


short time. It appeared to him that the 
object of the right rev. Prelate was not so 
much to remove the person so often re 
to 
on 


from his school as to 
the 
most disinterestedly and whose 
great desire to promot the 
and tranquillity of Ireland. The 
rev. Prelate had expressed a wish to ad- 
the Throne for the removal of the 
commissioners. Now, if such an address 


what would its effect ? 


ferred 
attack 
were acting 
was, 


} 
aress 


were agreed to, be 


to O'Donnell. \ll the facts alleged in 


(the petition were denied by O'Donnell on 


make an | 
commissioners—men who | 
why 
welfare | 
right | 


(Lord 
The richt 


his oath in an afthdavit which 
Plunkett) held in his hand. 
rev. Prelate had alluded to a speech of his 
published in the form of a pamphlet ; but 
should the right rev. Prelate hav 
so unmanly as to deny the author- 
The publishers, Messrs. Murray, 


been 
ship P 


| were highly respectable men, well known 


to most of their Lords ships, but on ng 
applied to, had refused to yield up the at 


thor of that had civen offence to 


which 
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the party assail 


the vell which lis 
around him, Lut 
late was disposed 


Pa : ee 
ad nauseam had 


now Com] lete i\ 
attack and repeti 
been done by the 
to move, th it t 
table, a moti 
seconded. 
The Earl of fi 
the right rev. P 
tion; but | 
mittee which sat 


1@ was 


of instituting an « 


tem of education 


bered the impre 
the minds of the 
committee by the ap} 


of a national sch 
- 


right rev. Prelate 


him (the Earl of | 
fit to fill the 

a system which wa 
in its application 
rioht rev, Prelate 
they were most 


cifted men, and for 
eard—he might 
before that House 


public commission 
noble Lord had a 
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right rev. Prelate to shelt 


Lordships and with 


1 fF Dax; , 
session OF Parllamed 


vidual in question to the ofhe 
education. He did 


sistently in his character : 
of that House in bringing 
appointment of an individu 
had been, in the opinion of the commit 
up-Stairs, guilty of a gr 
duty, and had prove d himself 
party man, which alone, i 


with the commissior 


head of the board he 


but, at the same time, wh 


that capacity, and canvass m 
which they disi harged their duty. 
could not but sincerel\ reore t 
person named O’Donnell had 
appointed to the situation of schoolmaster: 
for what must be the 
to prevent all persons of conscienti 


ings, and all classes, from 
any benefit could follow from thi 

He confessed, that he had heard wi 
surprise the noble and lear 
that he rejoiced to see, that there 








Lord had thought fit to throw 





noon { 

tion on aman as honoura! himself 
Licutenant Irwin. he noble aud learn 
Lord had insinuated, fer he had the t 
of seeming to say thi whicl hid 1 
ay outrio it, buts ich he sutherently n 
dicate 1, that thes | teubes 
Irwin was produced in) consequ » of 
communication with Myr. ? wloin in 
terval between of tl 

| } } { i} } | 
fh | n to! I ft t! ] ( 

ken before the mm nd Il 
| en how h Cine 
lear a i i hy lh I ! f { 
mmpeacl icter « ] 1)! 
man Fos aed | ‘ ery bs, 
noble and learned Lord. that he had 
commu. tion with M1 ang ) 
there were on that committee persons well 
disposed to favour the commissioners, and 
to cross-exat ine the Wl nesse verelr 
when they stated anyt{iun roa inst ¢ em. 
What was the evidence on record 27 ** On the 
Oth of July you lid not recollect the clr 
cumstances ‘havine d scl ig 1 thi ran 
©’}onnel] P—I did not.” What brought 
it to recollection on the 14th = of 





your 


August -—Mr. Dombrain, Inspector-Gen- 
‘ie : er 
eral of the coast-euard, Cine head or our 


department in [reland, sent mea note from 
Mr. Nangle” (written, it 
Mr. Dombrain), 
James O'Donnell 


Lieutenant Irwin 


should seem, 


to 
know if 


“wishing to 
had been discharged by 


from the coast-cuard, 


mentioning the station where he was, at 
Rossmore Point, under John Routledge 


chief boatman. 
note the whole 
There was 1 thi PImMare i i@ nore 


once, 


than just 








Nan that brouel if to vy reco 
lection. Such \ the found 
insinuation which the nobl ord | 


thoucht fit to cast on Lieutenant [ry 
and he must say, th f the \ dence 
reflected dishonour on any ne, ¢ tainly 


the lieutenant was not the person, All 


that tool place was this: the command r- 
officer, on being applied to by Mr. Navel 


very naturally wrote to that Gentleman 


’ 1 4 AT ’ ’ 
Phe heutenant said, the pla Vir. Nelly 
} , 
the eretal of the bo ra... 7 ntioned 
ossmore, I} ré. are a2 ore umber ( 


liad stations ; and as he did not mention the 
the station 
tenant Irwin did not recollect. t 
stance Che noble 
said, that O’Donnell was not 


nam Rossmor Point, Lieu- 


and learned Lord had 


f JTS 2 f 
fLORDS} ad 


wena “steelboy : he could only vy, that 
VPs wis Mane hen — 
proved to tl it! fthe command- 
i t a elboy. The lle 
n Lord had pu ! | ito thre 
i boa 1 f b man, % 1 made 

| t} u { tecl- 
) ] } coutrl | 

1 { ] po 1 e with 

} l ic ¢ Plame of 

| 

th If —_- ul | | tth Kau ati al 
| } ky | Ie ices] , 

; e | ; ty ap 

i S pel 5 i mm ri 

Lit Ve} ] i \ | h had he l 

| Vii « sf 1hoy Mion which hi 
dl issed from the k s service for bein 
i Steciboy. That the cravamen of the 
chara If he had been sent to any other 
place where he was unknown, perhap 
here would | en no complaint: at 
1 

| + +] 0 not have been so much 
round for comp! But the real charg 
as, that ter | iten t Ty u had dis- 
mi him , duct. if 1 son that 
ry t t] t yoard dared to place th 
Mahasa tic lai s hi ) im Tek, ‘J ne n¢ Ile 
land learned Lord had not been so venture. 


ous as 


| 
| 


a 3 


the commissioners In dealing with 


that was the pinch- 
that part 


that part of the case ; 
g | 


ing part of the case, and just 


fwhich the noble and learned Lord had been 
l unsuecessful in answering. 


Petition laid en the table 

Canapa.]| Lord / : rose pur- 
nant to a notice which he had riven, to 
ut uestion ft et lon tL Se’ tary, on 
thi i ect { l hi h d j Care 1 
in tl (1 d ed t| | ( 
I \ ne | 1} tO have | nN d 
dlressé | | the d ction af | rd Durh mn 


Le } ] ° ] 
ne t ucht he iad better read th lettei 
} } : 
to whieh the question he Vl al ut to pro 
te Pan | rrod = 
1p | 
{ ( ' Sa | () ] 
j O1 ha Yule C. 
| 4c 
} tay ov 
| 1 11 
ial iam d ted by | | y tl 
| 
{ } F 
plsover? I il, to ( | t you t i. 3 ] 
in 1 to contin | executive 
( ) ] tinr 
} " 4 { it pre i ¢ mp lol 
na ft if } Vi¢ +} wi not be 

| 
{qu a { re t 
i i 

‘ ] { | 
H *> Eeis> Tike na come » th dete 
| 
} nt Won, t 1 iny | Lin Of ai lista 

} 

fron th t conauct f that « incil, ¢ ul 
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lency particularly directs me to cx] s his h 
sense of your services, and liis est nd re- 
spect for yourselt personally But xee! 
lency deems it essent Lf t} ( ts ol 
mission, that during the ten \ 
of the constitution, the adn 
should be completely e 
connected with, part 
p! winee 

“é 1) . ns ar 
during the cou f tl 
events, b« Curr 
thie Dn SSary { 3 
ing, cannot be eX] 
been participators 
ol thi oh 

“ This Excel cy | , 
the interest of you all, 
his own mission, that his i 
duct should be free fiom all 
litical influence, or party feeling 5 thati 
rest on his own undis | | Hility, 
that when he qu ts thre I u 
leave none of it pern 
way committed by th wl Govern- 


ment may have found iti 
during the tempor uspension of the « 


When, hap} ily, the tim ] 


tution. 


come for the re-establishment of constitut 
government, the different powers <¢ | ! 
it will return to their natura ite, d 
contided to those whose station in. thie ~ 
vince, and personal character, entitle them to 
the confidence of their Sovereien ned ti 
country. 

“‘T have the honour to be, Sir, your most 


obedient servant, 
“ Coartrs Buiter, Jun 


‘ Chief Secretary.” 


There were two questions arising out of 


this letter, which he had read at leneth, 
lest any noble Lord should think, that he 
had omitted any part of it, which, in his 
opinion, would appear to be of importanc 

‘| he first question re lated to the Ex cut 
Council, and the other to the peci 
Council appointed under the Act. 
peared that Lord Durham had a 
to form the new Executive Council, Mr. ( 
Buller, M. P., the el 
fi. M. Turton, secretai 
per, K. H., milit ry 

vincial secretary 
general. He understood 
not yet received by ofhe ial despat hie s, that 
the old council had been dissolved. 
he thought, that a question would arise as 
to the legality of the whol proceeding ; 
and that it was doubtful whether her Ma- 
jesty herself could displace those 
except for misconduct, or some sufficient 
cause. ‘The necessary result of this pro- 
ceeding, however, on the part of Lord 


lief secretary 
v: colone! 
secretary : th 
contmissary- 


3 saateune “as 
rom miormation 


“7 
INOW, 


persons, 
i 
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Durham w tliat t] ve persy holding 
1c na wh ,a Mle he | tive 
Council, bee ih ] ade ) thy 
thie sol nd conse 
ently tl . ll- 
ite to 1 nd | t r own 
ht I e tl t t he « neil 

ed, ‘ th so ( t of 1) 

i 
t authority from this -cor , 
could 1 r ! 
burton 
rst 
| k th 
! t] I bu aii 
{litts 1) he ] { Counerl 
{ co 7 1on sued 
the CGrovernment had dl vitl 
( tructie: ( contrary to his n 
tructions But there w nother ques- 
tion of very great import nee which he 
wished to ask the noble Bare nd which 
had reference to the Special Council. Tn 
t} Vet which had recently been passed 
| lament did not create a Governor-ve 
for Canada, or invest him with power 
ton olely on his own re spol sibility but, 


thi 
and couneil, the couneil 


on the contrary, act created a vovernor 


for the 


frovernor on 


be Ine 
thy 


purpose of 


} 
ohh 


advising with 
questions of policy relating to the co- 
lony. The Act rendered it necessary that 
ler Majesty should constitute a sper ial 
council, and all the power with which the 
vested, the power of 
appointing such a number of councillors as 


governor Was was 
he might see fit, and tothe governor, with 
the council, the Li cislature delegated the 
under ¢ 


powers, rtain limitations, which 
| | if rmerly been exe r ised by the Parlia- 
ment of Lower Canada. Now, he believed 
there was no one in that He use, nor in 
the other House of Parliament, who ima- 
f when th Act he alluded = to Wa 
I rd 1 ion. that they were to create 
‘ ) { th a sham 

| n the contrary, that tl 

t W that tir ( ! ould | 
f by d of ) PSOl resident in the coun- 
ti } sessing extensive local knowledge, 
and therefor competent, without hesita 
tion, to offer sound and independent advice 
ov all tl » propos! ions of the governor, and 


1h) 


every case Of emergency They pro- 
posed that the Count i should be SO Com 


posed as to allow them to infer, that con 
sideration would action. Such 


thre 


&O before 
certainly was the intention of 
but if the 


ce mposing the sy Cl il ¢ oul il. Al ted on the 
2K? 


» Legisla- 


lature ; Crovernor-general, in 
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principle which was laid down in the letter | the persons to be appointed, or reserving 


he had read—if he acted on the principle 
that no person resident in Canada should | 
become a member of the council, then the 
Special Council, like the Executive Coun- 
ceil, would be a s] council, 
incapable of advising tl 

from local knowledge, and incapable of 


mere 


1am 


oN ernor 


if 


exercising that beneficial influence over 
the actions of the  Governor-general 
which Parliament intended it should 
exercise. If the Special Council was 


formed upon the principle laid down in 
Lord Durham’s letter, then the council was 
not bond fic 
it should be, and a body frame 
principle would be uttely incapable of carry- 
ing out the provisions of the Act, or the 


what the Legislature intended 


| upon that 


intentions of Parliament. The second ques- | 
the | 


tion, therefore, which he had to ask 
noble Baron was this — had the noble Baron, 
or had her Majesty’s Government, issued 
instructions to the Governor-general limit- 
ing the persons to be appointed, and di- 
recting that the appointments should be 


given exclusively to persons not resident | 


in Canada; or, if no such instructions 
had been issued, then he begged to ask, 
whether the Government had received 
from Lord Durham any information, any 
despatch, stating the principle upon which 


the Special Council had been formed, 
Lord Glenelg said, the noble Lord had 
asked whether the Government had 
ceived any information from Lord Durham 
in regard to the principle upon which his 
noble Friend had proceeded in the forma- 
tion of the Special Council. To that 
question he had to reply, that the only in- 
formation the had received 
contained in the Canadian Gazette, 


re- 


! 
i 


Covernment 
was 
and that source of information was open 
to all their Lordships. The information 
so conveyed had not been accompanied by 
any letter of explanation, and, therefore, 
their Lordships would see, that it wasim- 
possible for him to state upon what prin- 
ciple the Governor-general had proceeded 
in the formation of the council, except in 
so far as that principle was developed in 
the letter which had been read by the 
noble Lord opposite. In regard to the 
first part of the last question which had 
been put by the noble Lord, he begged to 
say, that there was nothing in the instruc- 
tions issued by the Government to the 
Governor-general as to adhering to any 
particular class of persons in the forma- 
tion of the council, or anything limiting 





the appointment to persons not resident in 
The Legislature had thought 
proper to intrust the Governor-general 
with powers the most extensive, and the 
Government, acti 
had conside re d 

Lord Duth 
arrival in th 
course fi 
had 


gard to his proceedings, 


the colony. 


12 On the same principle, 
to 


ne,on his 


it advisable to leave 


I e power of deeidi 
ny, What would be the best 
him to pursue, and accordingly 
| instructions In re- 


With respect to 


| 
wm th 
, 


Coil 


Issued no specihic 


the first question put by the noble Lord, 
he had to say, that the letter which bad 
been read by the noble Lord, and which 
had reference to the Executive Council, 


contained the opinions of Lord Durham 
on the subject, but no particular instruc- 
tions had been issued by the Government 
in regard to the formation of the Executive 
Council. 

Lord Broug] ‘id, that his noble 
Friend seemed whimsically to think that 
his answer was satisfactory. As to the 
| two first questions put by the noble Baron 
he (Lord Brougham) did not 
think that any answer had been given. It 
was not a matter of option with the Go- 
vernor-general whether he would have a 
council or not; he hoped, that the noble 
Lord had not so soon forgotten his own 
coercion Act, for by the 2d clause power 
was given to her Majesty in council to give 
particular instructions for the constitution 
of the Special Council, and for that pur- 
pose the Governor-general was to appoint 
such and so many persons to be members 
of the council as to her Majesty might 
seem fit. Such and many were the 
words; so that the kind and quality as 
l well as the number of the members of the 
council were to be such as to her Majesty 
in council should seem fi The noble 
Lord might, probably, say, that this power 
was Only permissive; but there was to be 
no one thing done without the appoint- 
ment of a special council, whence he sup- 
posed that his noble Friend’s (Lord Ellen- 
borough’s) second question arose, and led 
to the asking of a third—whether the 
power had been exercised by the Crown 
under the second section of the Act of 
Parliament? And he hoped, that the 
noble Lord (Lord Glenelg) would forgive 
him, and not think him curious, if he 
considered his answer as jeune, and again 
asked him whether provision had been 
made under the second section of the Act, 
by her Majesty in council, under the sign 


on 


| 


Lf 


S 


| Opposite, 


t so 


t 
le 
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manual or signet, enabling the Governor- 
General to appoint such and so many pel 
sons as to’ her Maj sty in council should 
seem fil to form the Speci il Council ? 
such an order had been made, all was at 

stand-sti!l: the old constitution was re- 
pt aled, but the hew one was 
operation, He (Lord 
could not he Ip thinking, that some dicta 
torial individual had been appointed, wh 
said, that he would not only domineer over 
her Majesty’s subjects, but ho did not 
think it necessary to give his masters 
home any information. His n 


state of If@norance 
] 
i 


into 


' 


seemed tn ahapp 
knew nothing of 
be appointed, or of the 


the people who were t 
things which wer 
doing or to be done, except as they 1p 
peared in The Gazette, which was pate: 
to all mankind; and he could not hel; 
thinking, that that noble Karl was trusted 
to do as he pleased, but 

tell what he did. 

Lord Glenelg had understood, that | 
was asked whether any instructions | 
been given with resp t to the formation 
of the Speci il Couneil which went the 
leneth of limiting it, or of excluding 


let him, at 1 


' 


individuals in the country; but his n 
and learned Friend had been carried av 
by his excursive 

that he had not 
when the question had not been put by 
the noble 
whether the 
special instructions, and whether in th 


imagination to sup; 


answered a question 


baron; which simply was 
Government had issued any 
instructions any individuals were exclud 
from the council, and to that he had an- 
nounced that he had 
extraordinary, then, that he had not an- 
swered a question whether the order in 
council had been for the format 
of a special council? To that 
answer at once, that authority had been 
given for the formation « 
and that instructions had 
the time, before the sailing of Lord Dur- 
ham, He had answered the question of 
the noble Baron explicitly, and he now 
gave as explicit an answer to the question 
of the noble and Icarned Lord. 

The Earl of Ripon said, that the Act 
only suspended the Legislative, not th 
Executive Council. Now, Lord Durham 


not. How was it 


mi ide 


he would 


¥ } 
i this council, 
1 

peen issued at 


[ 


1 


ble Friend | 


had formed a new council, and formed it | 


upon the very principle which the peopl 
of Canada had always contended it ought 


never to have been formed upon. The 


| missed certain magistrat 
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not then } S pia 
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Vv \ illow i et 
that th ndu 
the Marquess of N 
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that fact, shown to | 
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picuously UNjUSLE 5 [Ol 


new council was composed of five officers} then, on the representation made to him, 
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restored them again to thei 
That restoration showed that there had 
been no ground for their dismissal, and 
although it might be argued that their 1 
storation made some amends for the | 
justice to which they had been subjected, 
vet he contended, that that restoration did 
not efface the injury which had been done 
in the first instance. He held in his hand 
a letter which hed been issued under the 
authority of the noble Marquess, which 
had appeared in all the public papers, 


> 


) 
‘ 


f LORDS} 


situations. | 
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sit on the same bench. 
This good, but what he found 


fault with was, the extreme partiality which 


Inagistrates 


as 


Oe | 
micht be 


| had been shown in the application of it. In 


the county of Down, with which his in- 
terests were more immedi ately connected, 
as well in the counties of Derry and 
Antrim, there had been an improper 
exercise of powel by the executive Go- 


as 


| vernment, with a view to bring the Pro- 


| testant 


and which was couched in the following | 


terms :—- 


1 


“ That it having become necessary, in con- 
of the late demise of the Crown, 
that new commissions of the peace should be 
in force at 


sequence ie 


issued, the commissions which wet 
the death of his late Majesty were 


by Act of | nt for a limited pe 


continued 
} 


arliame riod, in 


oo: 
| position in which 


ristrates into disrepute, and to 
lower the estimation in which they were 
held, by removing them from that high 
they stood 


mag 


as magis- 


; trates, and in which they all felt great 


! pride. 


order to give time fora general revision of the | 


magistracy of Ireland. His Excellency has, 
with a view to such revision, conferred with 
the Lord Chancellor on the general principles 
by which it should be guided, and has caused 


a very careful examination to be made of the 
existing lists. The results of this examination 
have shown that they 
and that the names of dividu 
pearing to hold the ry | 
be omitted in the new commission.” 


require ™m ich ce 
| 


many I tls ape- 


office may v¢ 


yroperly 
} J 


Now as to the list which was sent down 
to the new commission, and which was 
said to have been so carefully examined 
by his Excellency thy Lord-lheuten int. 
Why, there were several names of persons 
who were actually dead. So that, not- 
withstanding all the careful examinations 


= 


that had been made of the list, in one 
county alone (the county of Down) there 
were entered the names of two gentlemen 
who were dead. The principles laid down 
in his Excellency’s letter he was not dis- 
posed to find fault with. By the first he 
meant, that clergymen were not the most 
proper persons to be in the magistracy. 
Now there was a difference between ap- 
pointing new magistrates, and dismissing 
those who had been lone in that office 
merely because they were Protestant cler- 
gymen, more especially in a country so 
situated as Ireland. 

he would not object to, if the noble 
Marquess and the noble Lord (Lord Mor- 
peth) would carry it out with fairness ; 
but there had been the greatest partiality 
and most extraordinary and remarkable 
instances of favour on the part of the 
executive. The other principle was, that 


two persons of the same family should not ‘twenty-four magistrates ; 


yrrection, 


The principle itself 


very one who was acquainted 
PSE ee SO ee 

With ireland niust Know, that 

of the were as proud of 
the J. P. after their names as any of their 
Lordships were of their respective titles. 
What he charged against the noble Mar- 
quess was dismissing them without giving 


the ju slices 


, 
peace there 


them a fair opportunity of answering for 


any misconduct that might be alleged 
In the letter, to which he 
1. thre 


rred, 


against them. 

had already ret 
remarkable passage, inasmuch as he dic 
not see under which of the two classes the 
noble Marquess intended, that those ma- 
vistrates who had been dismissed should 


Ives. ‘The noble Marquess 


re was anothei 


thems: 


range 


said in that letter— 


“These are the gencral principles Which, 
without implying iny reference to the per- 
sonal merit of individuals, or meaning in the 


lightest degree to question their general pro- 
his 


adopted in inaking the present re= 


priety of conduct, Iixcellency conceives 
should bi : 
vision; but his Excellency desires me to add, 
that in some few cases it has appeared to him 
that circumstances in the conduct or character 
of particular magistrates render it desirable, 
the better justice, that 


they should not be re-appointed to an office of 


foi administration of 


such trust and l1mportance. F 


When these magistrates were dismissed, 
therefore, how were they to know whether 
they came under the first or second class ? 
The letter stated, also, that a most careful 
examination had been made, but which, as 
he would presently show, was no exami- 
nation at all, because these letters were 
sent to the Lords-lieutenant of counties 
when they had not time to make a proper 
representation to his Excellency since the 
new commission had been issued, and they, 
consequently, returned the names of some 
persons who were actually dead. In the 
county of Down there had been originally 
of these he be- 
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Mr. Boyd was another cxamp?e ; 
B 
most excellent muagistrate, | l 
} } 1 } ' 
property. Ile had unaet i i 


that this gentleman had been sil really Y 


appointed : but why shoul i the clergy ( n- 
whem he had before name mor 
without any cause Whatevel lle h \ 
the noble Marqu ss woul 

papers which he should have the honour Of | to charact 
moving for, in order that the case MIShl vas | 
be submitted to the inquiry oO: a select 
committee, which he intend .d to move ft | 
at some future day; becau f it 


granted in the case of the sherilis, he} tel ley sat | 
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mal ver to whi ty Eye Was tol | that thie V eould prove, had ea thy promote dl tithe 
were in the hands of the Li Chaneellor, | agitation, and had forged a charge against 
1 ] ] } | ‘ 1, 
nd that ¢ to any proceedings which the the rey. John Sampson, who was at that 
Lord lieutenant mi ht t ke 1 t him, } tune one ol the macistrates. his pape r 
1 } " } } ] 
that would be seen when the new com- { was la d before the Chancellor, and a cor- 
} ‘ \ ry ! T 
mission was issued. When Mr. Corry re- | respondence took place, and Mr. Sampson 
ceived thi communication, he t < the was afterwards dismissed, but the neizh- 


unsel upon the 1 ct, and bouring macistrates refused to sit on the 


Option [ aN I ‘ 
it turned out that, as the depositions had ime bench with this Mr. Lindsay, con 
not been ta in a court of justice, h dering him as an unfit’ person to associ- 
could not proceed upon them to trial for | ate with, in consequence of his having 
perjury against the person who had made | forged this charge against Mr. Sampson. 
the chat Here the matter rested, with- | This man Lindsay and his brother, both of 


out Mr. Corry havi | a single | whom were in the linen trade, were ap- 








roof of the Lord-lieutenant’s displeasure, | pointed magistrates in the new commission, 
and considet | f entirely inne ind tl s most extraordinary, since they 
Yet sev n fier, wl n that e would to decide at the petty sessions 
ileman was t Newry, | i ll d that might arise in that part 
that his name was not included inthe new | of the country with respect to the wages 
comm n. Only | t | Lordships {f the hand-!oom weavers. ‘There were 
concel far such an exert f }owel inv other cases which, but for the late- 
on the part of t Government in noving , of the hour, he could have brought 
macl es [rela 1 Ww Mma i! ; vard, | | icit ¢ niident, that if Go- 
for if any person in a stat of t st} vernment would grant him the papers 
respectability chose to trump tion! which he should move for, he should be 
against n 0 Sita and to Vy i WDeTOr ib] » prove ft m before 1 select cOm-= 
the Lord-] tenant, and il anil uiry t mitt i iad been thirty Protestant 


it lagistrat dismissed in the county of 





p! i i | I 
charg made Ww proved be per-| Derry; twenty in the county of Down; 
fect | t O1 enty in the county of 
m nt yi : t! ion t i Ant Peso { iltorether Hity or sixty 
excuse for ret Ving th ma i l i 1 tant. wistrates had been dismissed 
( {T1¢ \ the prov of Ulster alone, and this 
il deat i ‘| L pl self to prove before a 
characte! ( mit , as far as it related to the 
high in tl eounts D vith 1 intvy of Down, with which he was more 
this, when the 1 commiiss Was ISS particularly connected. Was it not, he 
his na s omitted, and without any ild ask, hard and unjust to men who 
COT { 1On NV { ! ! lal \ | I st Z il is in the per- 
oh ( ( i it! - |! e of th luties id done !] 
el in | 1a \ X in th I ) rtop! erve I H 1c pr ace, 
of the grossest istice. ‘Th nob] und who looked forward to this honour as 
Vi are S i ‘ | | t 1 \ |, to find themselves excluded 


i » Mi ' | he manner from the new commission when they were 


in which 1 lividual had ndueted | advaneed in life, and to be turned out 
himself as an tr : } letter went thout their known on what grounds 
to sa that t ‘ dism | had taken place? This 
n vigilant ! { ! 1 called purging th magistracy, 
nd that h _ in \ purging it in a paltry and very 

ison { 1 | ( ny unner, when the most valuable 
Phis, however, was not all, for could | and best members of it were dismissed for 
lay } H | ( | | I 10 1 { n \ | evel li must savy, that if 
Ca I ol ! rj the G rnment dismissed the Protestant 
Landbridec 1 bard ha rey from the magistracy in a part of 
shown { Vv 1 th ! itment | 


| 
| 

the country which, of all others, most re- 

( fee 1 their authority to administer the 

bv h retal eo Tn the cot IMissIon Mr. | AW and preserve the peace, they would 

| soon have an universal supremacy of an- 

| other kind, which he could not think the 
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noble and learned Lord opposite (Lord | sued by tl 


Plunkett) would in his heart be inclined to} have been ad 
have. The noble M irquess who was at] in having | 
present Lord-lieutenant of Ireland, pos- | men wh ( 
sessed very great authority, and various | the cons! 


pass d W ich had ven I 
him the greatest power; hut he thought ror 
that if it were not for the fellowship in th ly 


ao 2 
councils of the noble M rquess of anot 


bills had been 


individual, without whose cognizance 

thing whatever was done by the Irish Go- | s I] 
vernment, the noble Marquess pretty well 

knew that he could not have 

tained the position which he at vres 

enjoyed. In his opinion, the day on which 

the noble Marquess was appointed Lord- t tinct 
lieutenant was one of the most unfort ! ‘Tar 
nate to Ireland, and one of the most for 

tunate would be that 


Marquess would resign the Governn 

His Lordship moved for a copy of a cireu 

lar letter addressed by ler of the Lord NI 
lieutenant of Ireland to Lords 

of counties in Ireland, dated Dublin ¢ to s f { 
Mav 4, 1838, signed ‘Drummond.’ i | 

copies or extracts of the Lords-l t 1 
of counties answers to the same, with their | the | 

dates. Also the order from the Hat } ap 

office, Cc linge upon the m iv7istrate mn the [ 

new commission issued to take out t 

dedimus without delay. \lso list yf 

old commission, specifying the magistrat 

who have been erased Also lists 

new commission, specifying th 

gistrates who have been added: a 

returns of the stipendiary mag . 

pointed since the passing of the act, s| 

cifying to what counties they h 

appointed, with the dates of the same. S 


The Marquess of Normanhy was pt 
pared to meet the motion of the nobl t | in 
Marquess in perfect good humour. 1 lhered. = 1 
the greater part of the motion be had no sion, | 


} 


objection ; but that portion of it which } fai 


related to the confidential communications | acted with unfa 


from the Lord-lieutenants of counties, | the applicat 
felt the strongest objections, and he - | of t pi 
jected, also, to giving extracts, inasmuch | nol \ 

as the whole of the communications w 


of a confidential nature, it being stated in| taken up | 
the circular that they would be so received ving t 
But although he did not object to 1] It 


motion itself (with the exception he had 


just mentioned), still he did very strongly | he was in 


object to the manner in which it had been | impressi 
brought forward. On behalf of those | new commiss 
very gentlemen whose cases were still for him 


under consideration, a more inconvenient | ther. But 


Ora more irregular course than that pur- | correct in his 


or \ ih 
l ) t was 
se he had 
{ yn of 
~ orst 
ss should 
irate upon this point than 
that a general 
al i Ireland against the 
tv l necessary 
to tl sublect any fur- 
\Iar juess Was 


tatement, that in particular 


= 


ate 


~ ee 
Etre See AE 


23, 
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Instances such an impre sion did exist on ! only from political, but from social con 
° ; " 1) 4 l | 
the minds of any gentleman, le coul but iderations; and there was a very pre 


express his great regret, and only explain valent feeling in thi country, that it was 
how far the Government could b si- desirable, whenever it possibl on 
dered answerable for it. The noble Mar-. sistently with tl administration of 
(quess stated that on xainining into the iustice, tha cle rvIMen should be left out 





details of tne coinm! Hs th G vern- of the commiss! Hs fiis 1 ble ind | tI ed 
] + ‘ . lann ene l lS panel en 1, | r } | t mine 

ment did not exercise that vigilance which [ricnd (Lord Plunkett) had just reminded 

they ought to have taken. If ne t, 1t Was him, that letters had been received from 


5 a . = siiny n wlLarcrs . { - ¢ wf ‘ 
certainly not for want of any Vv ingness cCiergymen iu aitrerent parts of Ireland, 


; : ; ' 
on the part of the Government to do so. arhnestly praying, that they snpoulid ve 


) ! ? ~ } ‘ 
But it was avery jabvorious task, and it relieved from the duties of magistrates. 
was some satisfaction » know, that ti iis was the feeling tnat prevail 1 with 
result, up to this momen had not dis- regard to the neral qu tion of clergy- 

| } 1 ‘ Ree } +] . 7 t 
appointed the wishes ent talned ror its meh velpbg charg tWitil the COMOIISSION Of 
success. ihis morning replies had been the peace. If that feeling exis ed so 

. 7 R : r } 1 re | ] ri iv | } 
received from ali the coun inh ireland, Strongiy mh cditterent | rts OF Mugianad, he 
| ‘ j | } P Lr Peers. 1, } 
except the county o} Down, which wa need not aliude more partl ularly to the 
1 ae | es ‘ 1 Peat RR ee 
still under consideration, and there were general state of Ireland than to mention 
only twenty-nine cases, of which tl the pecu} ir claims to property existing 


Government had vet hea in all Ireland, there, and how much those claims were 








i ‘ , yt 
in which any objections had been taken to connected with th qautics Of th on 
] . yi ] ri | »| ; cf 48 | 
the app ntments of th wistrates by whom the presery tOn Oi the publi | ic¢ 
| ' \ 7 ee } Por ] } » |} \ ] ' 
the Government. With regard to the devoly in order to show h still more 
- } +} ; ‘ J cet , | 
time at which This ¢ liar Was acaaressecd sirongl \ t that feelin prevall in that 
‘ ‘eae ; ; : 
to the Lo: leu Ea ; i ( itrv, 1 how much more desirable 
} P ¢ | | _ . ‘ ] 4] . es } l, { 
eretted, that it had not becn address to mustit be for the clergy there to be left 
them at nh earher pel 1; but if was) out of the commission. \s to in iInuating 
: ! ! a Peers ee ] +f { Ta ) ee 
impossibie, ihe time, nowever, which anything disrespecttui of the Frotestant 
I { 
' eS ee eT : i ] eo ee } +] ble code a { 
Was Tlvento the Lords-jicutena! Was SUITI- ig TY Of ireian » OL toat they had not tn 
: , 1 
client, 10 a V Ppreat Majority OF instal 5, Manyilmstances mace, p rhaps, the most 
1] ‘ f +t » + ¢ } Tr P ee t Wa ty = | 
to enable ti overnment lo } iretrom = etn nt mag rates, was far trom his 
P . 5 } ety” , eC © ace 4 ] : 
them very satisfactory rep - and all! intention, But | would entreat then 
that he could now say was, that if there Lordships to consider, pecullat 
aa wee | +] tat ) eee NS 
were ahy Cases ln Wh :replieshad not b nn, State of ireland, how would 
rm ] —— , 4 ] | ‘ ] . 
obtained, and no communications conse- iave been to have mat inction in 
quently made t th 70 ronment, the applic ion of the prio iple 
f +) ’ La } T*| | | | ' 1 nt 
Same anxious attention On the part of the Lhere had, howey pech two <¢ puon 
i 
‘ ‘ ] - » ‘ ‘ . } } r } ’ ’ 
Government would be given to any repre- from t peneral rule; O1 ol them was 
4 . L¢ +) m9 } ‘ } ao ‘ 7 | ¥ } 1 
Sentations tbat mignt 15 made, and In the case of a clergyman who posst sed 
the same desire shown to mi ine view very considerable property im tue co LY 5 


of the parties on whose behalf those 1 ind the other was obviously a very neces- 


presentations might now, or at any future sary exci ption for tl benefit of thi 
time, be m ide. \\ Wb tb pI ination, public service. Inde J wherever IC Cc uld 
he thought the impression created om the be demonstrated by aclear knowledge of 
minds of those gentlemen whose names the character of the individual and of the 


had been omitted from the list of magis- circumstances of the locality that it was 


trates in consequence of the Lords-lieu- for the benefit of the country that there 
| 


tenant of counties not having answered ,; should be an exception from the general 
the circular addressed to them might be | rule there the exception would be adopted. 
removed. One of the principles contained | These were the two principles to which 


in that circular, and to which the noble the noble Marquess had referred; the 
Marquess alluded, was that of excluding latter only of which, however, had he 
mission of the peace. It was, no doubt, | said, t 
a question of very anxious consideration ; | ‘* without fear or affection.” With regard 


} 


but it had been found, even in England, | to the particular cases mentioned by the 


clergymen, merely as such, from the com- | questioned. The noble Marquess had 
hat the Government had not acted 


that to impose the magist rial functions ble Marquess he would show 


t 
| i ij i 
upon the clergy was to be deprecated, not | carelessly the noble Marquess had selected 
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his instanes $. ‘The noble M rquess I IT | ‘| it it owe d 
asked why did not the Government act] to mag ticular 
consistently ¢ Why was the rev. Mr. | district ce SB rs! was 
Boyd replaced? Why was he not omit- | « rned um- 
ted ?— [The Marquess of Lone / ta t Ir, H 
The Rev. Mr. Boyd was omitted th \ Ir. ¢ 

first instance.]| The noble Marquess was | G 

quite correct, but le was not ect In his; ta i os 1] 
inference. Only within the last few days his | un pe f 
noble and learned Friend nself met the | 7. yie Marqu had this 
noble Marquess, the lord-lieutenant for 1 yeni Co could n 
county of Down, who impressed uj hy t . rs itt ie 
noble and learned Friend’s mind 

solute necessity, upon public grounds, \] to t G 

for carrying out the publ servi [| rd that Mr 
that particular dist 

should be restore d. ; 
Friend (if it were n ry tl im- 


FICE. t P i i i) ( l 
t 5 1,} 7 P ' 1 


should ippeal to any evider upon th ta iced t | to 
subject) would be witness to the fact, tl 9 
he rather objected in the first instance, and | Mr. ( cecdings, Vith regard 


said, that if it were not a strong case of | t com believed, 


necessity, he should not li Mr. I | m4 \ 
be an exception. But the noble Mar- ( 

quess opposite (who was not Lord- | ject, was 1 n of the deta 
lieutenant of the county, but wh lit es es \ 
to have volunteered to be t acs 

all the Lord-licutenants of cow 

Ireland) — the noble Marquess seemed | at X . | 


rather anxious to overthrow that author 

and yet, strangely enough, he 1, tl 

the Lord-licutenant of the county | : 

be consulted. Why, it w Ul 

representation of the Lord utenant, that ; \ar- 
Mr. Boyd was restored. ‘ Y« : 
noble Marquess, ‘but you don’t ca t { und 
your principle with respect t ro} 
Why was not Mr. M’Dowell Joh 
restored 2”) Mr. M‘ Dowell Jolinstor 
restored upon the representation of t 
Lord-lieutenant of the county. With it that nace, | 
revard to the caseof Mr. Holt Waring, h 

would rather not have referred to it, be- 

cause his case was still undergoing 

ligation. But there were circumstan t} whom 
connected with that veutleman’s characte hat i I » 
—not his personal character, but circum- \] 

stances of a party nature, which ren lered ra futul 

it a question whether it were expedicnt | | tment of a lec tt pou 
that Mr. Holt Waring should be restored s subj | n tl te of thr 
Ile was perfectly ready to state what those | no Marquess, would not ny 
circumstances were, if it was thought de- | observat ‘ Suilicient { day, 18 
sirable; still he wished to avoid being | t! vil thereof.’ But th t, when 
considered as throwine out any insinua- | the motion sho | be made, that he should 
tion against that gentleman. Against the | be ab convil their Lordships, thata 
personal character of Mr. Holt Waring, re improper sul » refer t select 
he had nothing to say, though 

as he had already said, circumstances | Cert vy, he, for one, \ uted to 
which might lead one to doubt whether it | leave ¢ se in their Lordships’ hands 


+] ne +t : - 
1 UICIC Werc, tlh Cc, y 
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upon the statement which he had now 
made. 

The Earl of Wicklow expressed his sur. 
prise, that a different course should be 
now pursued from that which had been 
adopted in a former revision of the magis- 
tracy. The office of Lord- lieutenant of a 
county was created, in order, as was then 
said, that he might be a medium of com- 
munication between the magistracy and 
the Lord Chancellor and the Government. 
Why had the Government not made the 
Lords-lieutenant of counties the media of 
communication between it and the magis- 
tracy on this occasion? The Lords-lieu- 
tenant were then called upon to revise the 
lists under certain regulations Jaid down 
in the circular; but now the lists were 
revised by the Government, without con- 
sulting the Lords-lieutenant of counties. 
Lists were sent to each Lord-licutenant of 
those who were to constitute the magis- 
tracy of his county, and along with these 
came a letter calling on him for his opl- 
nion on what appeared already decided by 
the Government. Insuch case, the Lords- 
licutenant of counties had no power on 
the subject, except whatever might be dele- 
gated by the ity 
matter rested entirely in the hands of ihe 
Government. He could not see anything 
at present in the duty of the lieutenants 
making them a medium of communication 
between the Government and the magis- 
tracy. The act was passed expressly for 
that purpose, and he was still at a loss to 
know why the rule now :n practice had 
been adopted, directly at variance with 


proper authority. The 
1 


that act, by which the Lords-licutenant of 


counties were first called upon to revise 
the magistracy, a supé rvision being subse- 
quently made by the Government. If the 
Government had communicated with the 
Lords-lieutenant of the counties, and in- 
formed them of their intention, upon the 
accession of her Majesty to the Throne, to 
revise the magistracy, they had had it in 
their power to prevent, and would have 
prevented, her Majesty’s Government from 
placing itself in the odious position in 
which it nowstood. Had the noble Mar- 
quess at the head of the Irish Government 
pursued the course which had been pur- 
sued on former occasions, he would have 
saved many gentlemen of the highest 
reputation in that country from the stigma 
which had been unjustly cast upon them. 
That individuals had felt aggrieved there 
was no doubt, as applications on the 


{LORDS} 
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subject had been made to him. He was 
aware, that in the course which had been 
pursued, mistakes had occurred, which 
would, of course, be rectified. Neverthe- 
less, the wound had been inflicted. The 
individuals concerned could not but feel 
aggrieved, and though justice would be 
done, it would have been much better, and 
more consistent, had the necessity for 
rendering that justice been avoided. 

Lord Plunkett said, that it was quile 
a mistake on the part of the noble Ear! to 
suppose, that at the time the circular 
letter was addressed by Mr. Drummond 
the secretary to the Lord-lieutenant, the 
magisterial appointments had been made 
out, because the lists therein contained or 
subsequently forwarded, were sent for the 
express purpose of being revised by the 
Lords-leutenant of counties. ‘There were 
only two cases, those of Down and Cork, 
in which any dithculty had been imposed 
by the Lords-lieutenant, arising from the 
length of time taken to investigate the 
various cases. ‘The latter place, however, 
had since expressed its perfect satisfaction 
on the subject. The noble Earl had re- 
marked, that great injustice was done to 
those individuals who were removed and 
subsequently reinstated. Now,he begged 
to say, that gentlemen were removed 
from the commission of the peace, not 
upon any personal grounds whatsoever, 
but upon the general principles upon 
which the magistracy was thenceforth to 
be reculated. 

A Noble Lord diftered from the noble 
and learned Lord as to the position in 
which those gentlemen were placed who 
were excluded from the magistracy. He 
conceived, that the greatest injury and in- 


justice were thereby inflicted on them. 


The noble Lord said, that there was but 
little difference between the course at pre- 
sent pursued and that adopted on a former 
demise of the Crown by the then existing 
Government. Now, he begged leave to 
say, that there was all the ditterence pos- 
sible ; for in the latter case the lords-lieu- 
tenant of counties, who possessed actual 
knowledge and information on the subject, 
and who had time to acquire it if they had 
not, were applied to in the first instance 
by the Government to furnish a list, 
whereas in the present case the Govern- 
ment with a total absence of knowledge in 
reference to many of the counties, issued 
commissions giving the greatest dissatis- 
faction and discontent. He had heard 
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the speech of the noble Marquess opposite 
he confessed, with regret. He thought 
that a more serious tone might hav been 
adopted by the noble Lord on a point 
which he might term trifling, but which 
the magistrates of Lreland felt as a painful 
indignity. In the ’ 
that six clergymen had been excluded, 
who, he believed, as well 


) } 
ounty he found 


King’s ( 


generally, undertook the m yeristerial ¢ ut i 

with great reeret, and only througa 
— : ' 

paramount sense Of the duty they owed 


to their country. The rev. Mr. Coot 
brother of one of the Members for the 
Queen’s County, had bee n ext luded 


from the commission issued for the King’s 
County. That rev. gentleman’s name, how- 
ever, was continued inthe commission fot 
the Queen’s County and attended the ses- 
sions held in Portarlington for that county. 
Now, it happened, that part of the town 
was in the King’s County, and the county 
sessions likewise held there, so that while 
the rev. Mr. Coote could sit in court as a 
magistrate for the Queen’s County, li 
could not try those cases which belonged 
to the King’s County. This was a strong 
instance of the consequence of the de- 
patture on the part of Government from 
the former usage. Then, again, the prin- 
ciple laid down in the case of the 
Messrs. Holmes had not been fully carried 
out in other instances, for fn one noble 
family, four persons had been left in 
the commission, and one of those had 
been introduced into the commission for 


1 


King’s County for the first time, thouch 


he held no property there (unless it wert 
in right of his father), and seldom, he be- 
lieved, came thither. There 
case of two gentlemen who had been re- 
moved, one of whom had been in the com- 
mission no less than forty-five years, and 
he found, that the names of four 
men were substituted for those two in th 
revised list, of whom three had been dead 
five or six years, 

The Earl of Glengall s uid, that all the 
inconvenience and annoyance which had 
been caused to the magistracy of Ireland 
by this step of the Government, had its 
origin in the circumstance, that proper 
means had not been taken to obtain the 
best evidence and information on the sub- 
ject. Another instance of the precipita- 
tion with which Government had acted on 
this occasion had come to his knowledg 
the case of the county of Tipperary, the 
Lord-lieutenant of which, like the noble Earl 


was anothet 


entle 
SCULIC- 


ein 
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/ , ] \ e) 
the Earl of Wickl id not had time 
] 1 . ' 
to reply the circular lett yf the Lord 
( han ior; tor, while he was « 7A ore | in 
Manine mnqu S, YI Irsuanc ot tft 
} ] { 
al } Cl \ : l could 
bring se ing the revised 
t { ‘ P l 1 the 
i | } Ss 3 
} t yy t, | 
' t It id un 
de 1UESS Bal 
| ¢ i t fe) 
) { ade 
7 s Ci i not 
, } 
! | (iS- 
hh th Vy 
J 
l cy 1 y tie persons 
‘ i te ot 
| ’ ‘4 } }} 
PPly, 
i] 1 
n oy natural | iim l isk the 
\] } n \ t} t 
| i, was tha 
{ nm } IOot fol l- 
\4 + + 
{ ’ i SS i ot 
clerey from the commissi he would 
al a8 . , 
Say ( » Liat he Saw no harm in that 
1 ‘ " 
He knew very many instances in which 
} } 3 1 
the clergy we les us of being exempted 


But he would also say—and knowing well, 
as he di i, the peasantry ol lreland, he 
was able to say it—that n » class of the 
ly re 


would more deep rret the omis- 
+} ] Fi 
on of the Protestant clereyvmen from the 


> peace, than the Roman 


Cat ic p untry of Ireland, because the 
Pi stant eymen on the bench wet 

cu m ( P y tl YTeé est atten- 

to th lt nent of thei qua els and 

ceive them ev ) le assistat 1 the 
m rem 1eIf Allalrs 

J \Iarq 5s of \ } sald the 
l tion vhich the Gov vent had 
ic 1 t b st ich t] | advise 
of t Crown could find 


\\ aringe Was a private friend of his and 


the noble \] yuess Hbavinge sta i, that it 
| 
was not vet determined whether he should 
{ l the commiss ( t, h 
bo = ‘ ] rt ! 
would Say, that lf he were not, the ioss 
oe ; } satan hl 
wouid be to the country, and n to him. 
I] | ] ; 
believed, no man of a more upright 
. | ] ! wand 
mind evel nied I puoil stallion, and, 
thougn at a remote perl d, he n vht have 
Deen Of strong party p litics, he never 
suffered feelings of that nature to influence 
; ' 
him on the bench. With respect to the 
n al ‘ s 
case of J was well 


Ir. Trevor Corry, he 
he country, 
since it had been known that 


tad *$ whe 


> 2a, 
~» 


i 








iy 


hat gentleman was to be removed from 


yrevailed there. On tl question of leri 
’ } } 
‘al magistrates, he entirely coincided with 
1 ‘ a tas } . oerins 
the Government. He thought clergymen 
oucht only to be appointed magistrates in 
those cases where It was a lutely impos- 
1 } } } Vv rou y 
sible to find others in the county, or where 
] 1 ? ] t 
clergymen having had large ties left 
them, might have retired from t purst 
td bd 7 4! 1 } 
of thnell prot } i H 
trusted, that the t by the Lord- 
r i] 
iF utena it, | hi ttel to LOrcs- 
lieutenant of counties, t | f 
carried out; and that t! try migh 
event | y | ( } to { 


rhe Marquess of Normanby wished to 
state, that 
had been « 


upwards of 700 magistrate 
t } . 
xcluded from the new list, an 
} 
re} resentations had not been mace in more 
than thirty cases ont of that number, 
Motion agreed t 


reer eeetrere 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Wednesday, July 4, 1838. 


MINUTES. Pet pres By Sir C. StyuF, f 
Medieal Pract 1 I id, int f tl Mie 
Cha ( Tre] I I M MM. PP fro i 
Cor 1 Mancheste 1 { On 4 
é to ( 1 } I | 
col I i 
‘ t 
OPRSERVANCE OF THY ru. | Mr. 

! Lf ~ 

Plumptre moved, the Hot resolve itself 

into Committee on the Lord’s Day Bill. 

tioh as to the cou which the Ilous 
was about to take with this bill before they 

. rT Wi } , , a 
went into Committee. When the bill was 


last in Committee, he had endeavoured to 


introduce a clause respecting the employ- 
ment of servants on the Sabbath-day. 
He wished to know from the chair, whe- 
the r in Coli imittes 
for him to move 


it would b competent 
a clause to prevent the 
iron the Sabbath. 
His object was, that whilst the rich man 


doing or causing of lab 


escaped, the poor man should not be pu 
nished. He had this bill tn his mind las 
Sunday, whilst he was walkin: 
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' 
\ 


| hypocrisy. 
t 


| { it Ww subj cts. 


‘met with on the other. 


the Sabbath. 1244 
Pall-mall, and was very much shocked 
to find, that the 


.ctively employed on that day than on 


club-houses were more 


any Other. It was a_ pleasing contrast to 


visit the other end of London, and to find 





ali he IDS nen ehne- 
joying son ms, 
th te thie VY wel ol 3CTY-« 

fthe S NnXIOUS 
to kn whet L rn} nt 

him to mor Committee to alter tl 

{ f this bill, and t sert clause to 
| t fal ‘. d tl ( f fal ur, 
on ft i d's day 


for tl ppt n of trading on the Lord’s- 
aay | th {oO t cer uinly ipp ired 
o him, that rding to the title of th 
bill, no restriction uld | laced upon 
what w done nh privat families, as con- 


| tradistinguished from persons in trade, 


Hedid not kn W, that they might not ex 
tend the bill so far as to sav, that it was a 
bill for the suppression of trading, and of 
p} , 
labour for hire. The word ‘ hire’ would 
raise the whole class of cases to which thy 
hon. and learned Member had alluded. 
Mir. /Zume said, he should like to know, 
whether trade was not carried on at the 


club-houses, Brookes’s and White’s fo 
instance. In those places, persons receiv- 
ing refreshment, paid certain sums, and 
those sums were paid to the individuals 
who kept the houses for their own benefit. 
He wished to know, if the hon. Member 
(Mr. Plumptre) meant to admit of such 
proceedings, and yet to prevent a few nuts 
or a glass of ginger-beer, from beine sold 
to the humbl rel iSses, if SO, it was she Cl 

Ile wished to see the hiche 
igood example to their humble: 
‘hi er much 


better with the mass of the population 


than coercion. Instead of re trictine, 
th y oucht to enlarge -very means by 
which the we rking classes micht enjoy 
some innocent recreation on the Sabbath. 


He should move, that the bill be taken 
leration this day three months 
Mr. 7’. Attwood hoped, the hon. Mem 


ber (Mr. Plumptre) would withdraw th 


r. Plumptre appealed to the House 
whether he was in a situation to withdraw 
the bill after the support it had received 
on the one hand, and the opposition itt had 
He felt it his duty 


| to carry the bill as far as he could ; but at 


} ! 
down | 


the same time, he was ready to meet fairly 
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Hackney Carriages— 


would therefore move that 
a third time this day six months. 

Mr. Aglionby seconded the amend- 
ment. So far from the country calling 
for an extension of the operation of these 
courts, there was a , - and rene il de 
mand for the total abolition of the system. 

Mr. Harvey ap 
contended that the new system had acted 
extremely beneficially. He 


a return which showed, that of every hun- | 


this bill be r¢ ad 


{COMMONS} 





even: of the bill, and | 


dred thousand cases litigated, at least } 
eighty per cent. were for sums not exceed- | 
Ing 5O0/, The principle of this bill was | 
already acted upoa by allowing claims {i 

sums not exceeding 20/. to be tried in| 


Sherift’s Courts. He had not heard any 


complaints from the mercantile or trading | 


community against the working of that 
bill; and the only reason why the present 
bill for an extension of thi 
oppost d was, because it tended to lessen 
the fees of those whose notions of justice 
always ponded with th 
amount which they rec cae for their ser- 
vices in its vindk ation, He 
the bill, then, because its principle was 
confirmed atd_ established by expe- 
rience, and because it had received the 
sanction of the solemn and sufficiently 
slow judgment of the legal authorities 
of the other House, from whom it came 
recommende d. 

Mr. Sergeant 7'alfourd 


exactly corres 


< ’ rt ] 
supp ried 


His objection } 





to the bill was, not that it eave an inade- | 


quate tribunal, but that it dic spensed with 

judge altogether. In reference to th 
calculation of the hon. Member for South- 
wark as to thi 
the sums claimed amounted only to 50 
he would remind him, that thouch ther 
were 100,000 writs issued in the 
of the year, not more than 3,000 causes 
came to trial. Why was this? Because 
where the judgments were en] 
and unbiassed, and where the 
clear and certain, parties did not speculate 
on the incompeteucy of the judge or his 
partiality, but were compelled, as it were, 
to take the course which strict legal prin- 
ciples required. He believed the balance 
of the advantages over the disadvantages 
of the prese nt system was much in favour 
of suitors; and eet epee the expense of 
the nay mode c f proceeding r might be 
ereater, | e pre ferre ‘d it to a chan: oe under 
which a th So number of cases must be 
brought to trial, more litigation encou- 
raged, evil passions longei prok mnged, and 


number of causes in which 


course 


rules were 


ightened | 
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decisions infinitely less certain pronounced 
He hoped the Members of his profession 
would always be found ready to agree to 
proper amendments of the law, but he 
trusted they would be equally forward to 
resist all rash innovations. 

Mr. Sergeant Jackson observed, th it 


greater evil could be inflicted cn this 
country than to intrust the decisions of 
four-fifths of the cases which were litizated 
to an in mn} tent person. 

| Hlou divided on the o1 rinal que 
tion—Ay >| Noes 2 Ma ty 3l 

List of t Ay 

Attwood, 1] O'Co Don 
Barnard, E.G Ord, W 
Bewes, T. P 
Blackett, | son, ed 
[3 ME ds Pease, J. 
3 in, J J Pechell, ¢ ipt 
Briscoe, J. | Philips, M. 
bro ru Hi tundle J 
Buatle | mn Col lt N lwey, ¢ nel 
Cayley, E. S. Smith, B 
Duckworth, S. Stanley, W. Q. 
K.vans, W. Stewart, J. 
Finch, F. Strutt, E. 
Grimsditch, T. Style, Sir ¢ 
Grote, G. ‘Turner, FE. 
Hall, Sir B. Turner, W. 


Ilarvey, DW. 
Hawes, B. 


Vivian, J. E. 
Walker, R. 


Hector, C. J. ee urton, If. 
Liodges, i! eel PS Vard, LH As. 
lume, J. bil ams, W. 
Hutt, W. Williams, W. A, 
Hutton, R. Wood, Sir M. 
Jervis, S. Wood, G. W 


Marshall, W. Yates, J. A. 
Martin, IT. B. 


Maule, hon. I’. TFTLLERS. 
Morris, 1D). Solicitor-General 
\Iuskett, G. A. Villiers, C. P. 

List of the Nors. 
Aglionby, If. A Jervis, J. 
Attwood, W. IKKemble, UH. 
Bailey, J. jun. Knatchbull, hn, Sir E. 
3 ikem ey, Rie Marsland, T. 
slandford, Marq. Nicholl, J. 


ole, Viscount Perceval, Col 
Richards, R. 
Sibthorp, Colonel 


ollett, Sir W. Smyth, Sit G.H. 
farcourt, G.S. Worsley, Lord 
Hlenniker, Lord TELLEI 
Hlobhouse, sie B. Jackson, Serg 
Ilodgson, Rt. Talfourd, Serg. 


Bill read a third time and passed. 


Hackney Carniacres--Merrorots. | 
Matthew Wood moved the third read 


ing ofthis bill 
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Mr. Hawes suge sted, that there ought | 1 ~ i 

1 | r . ay r 4 ‘ { | | 3 
nottobea special Ofhcer appointed to y jf = 'y 
ye } . ( td 
offences under this r “ICe} ny q 
already existing were suflici “it 


to take cognizance of those olfeneces, a tl p 
he hoped the [louse would not con if ; ? 
it. He was exce ingly sur} | 
Government had given its sa . 
such a proposition. 

Mr. fox Maule said, 


aaa 


: ’ 
tion to vole r t ; 
vernment had not ~iven ) \ } ‘ ‘* 


support to | non. I net } 
this bill; but most certainly, ' lt. Ss 


thrown any d scou 

his very laudable end 

ject. He thought, that bi H 

\s : 1 he t 

of the management of t ! : ! rent , 

of the CILY und Olt | ; 

creat pubic auvant F : _A rv 
Mr. Warbr , 


Friend persist GQ in Cal ying % Oil, that | * te 
he would be held responsible for all ; 
complaints and aceidents that might he 
after happen. | 
isting evils would remain in full for: wd | bi 
even in ana 
sent bill shoul pass 2 : " _—" 

The House divided :—Ayes 60; N 
13: Majority 47. 

Bik vead « third time. i 


Mr, Pease moved the follow ne clau 5 ( { | 
to be added to the bill —‘* And be it | G moved that the House ¢o into 
enacted, that in ev ry such Carriage th Cs nt Y nteyv ¢ irt Ball 
number of passenyers shall paint [r. G sed the bill as ob 


I 
affixed in a conspicuous manner, both 1 1 nad of It 
the inside and on the outside of every | Lord ¢ ) t sh 
carriage, in such manner as shall | { intry, 
proved of by th reoistrar, ¢ I out, t ommis 
to be appointed by virt e 
On pain ofa pe th ilty 1 ex Winey t { i t a S Yl th 
shillings, to be paid on conviction of neg- N many th ntry 
lect he reot, before any one of he: | I t m t of fate w 
Jesty’s justices ol th | ce,” rhitil { bie t pay the ‘ 
Mr. Warburton Sal - tiat the claus ; ry f tl — 1c] l ? 
was so important that le hould d | 2 y 
the House against it. \ : le ( t bill so 
The House divide | \\ 66; N : ( mM a ry to be so 


Majority 62. fective, that vould ve, that th 


bill shou ve furthet nsidered that day 

List of the Avi ep Ve : 
Aglionby, H. A B t, Mr. ( ) p! 
Fae R Brothert yn, el pri ty of t pa t or t sb W ch would Pa. 
Baines, EF. Cayley, bk. 5 remove a lal sum of money from the hands a 
Barrington, Viscount Cole, Viscount € the assienees. wh it now remained a 
Blackbt rne, I. Crawford, WV ANT 3 
Blake, M. . Crompton, alread taniabenll sabia 5 a 
Blandford, Marquess Duckworth, S OF TAS GORE EDA RE LO eee t 


1) 
Bodkin, J. J. Dungannon, \ , don commissions, where more than a mil : 
Bowes, | va 1 oO ! , “On 
VOL. XLII. (thet : 
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sequence of the searching | ven 
oe et ee i ae eS } 
by the bill which Lord | Ham pad 
troduced. It was not the intention of 
bill to appt { ofthetal as 
! } 
cases of iocal hats, | t oniv tos a a @ l- 
missioners to mquire mto | t col 
ions, Some of the details m t | 
however, were full of objection. le had 
been on a committee to ina 
subject and the duties of th ; 
eeneral na oO t | | 
! 
a vear was b amp \ ( 
charee of all the dut of t ( 
he Mr. ( LWwi | i 
eall as that. e by thi 
crease of the salary would | i 
1 would 1" that 1 ol 
1 1 ; | 
evils of the Cx f { $5 u 
4] re F ! 
In consequence ¢ i tl In ent li- 
vidual appointed to kee t| iccoun 
fle hada ereat respect tor ‘hha 
knowledge of the present accountant 
neral, but he had no resp et f 
to discharge the duties t | rf 
by a practical mercantile man. By t 


bill, also, the conmmMisstonel $ t int 
country were to receive » additional 


5002. a vear, besides a sum f t 
expenses, at the discretion of the J 
Chancellor Now, the suitors in the L 


don court paid the whole expense, 


a year, and it was proposed at once to 


take these expenses out of the b inkruptey 
fund in Londou: but he would ask why 
the fund of the suitors in London was to 
be taxed for an experiment in the coun 
try? He thought, that ample means 
might be discovered for both pn 
but he obj: cted to the mix up circu 
stances hith rto distinct. Li hi 
therefore, that no aut 
civen by the House for ecarryine out ti 
provisions of the bill, as it was tl 
printed. 
The Solicztor-Gen 

observations which had been made were 
rather objections to be considered in Com- 
mittee than to be discussed in that st 

of the bill. He admitted, that the great 
object of the bill w is, to Inv stimate the 


1 1 
eral said. that the 


bankruptcy proceedings in the country, | 


for which the fifth clause was intended. 
In favour of some such = arranceme 


many petitions had been presented, stating 


the crying evils which now existed ; an 
since he had been in the House a 

sentation from a different part of the 
country had been put into his hands. But 


two circumstances they were entitled to | 


u In { th nd n 
! 
i il thi ( ‘ V { j u 
| } Y 
Ul Yt ( a iil 
Lon where : 
, 
{ ( { nel 
they i } } 
" { ) ' 
{ \ 
; , 
is it { ny 
| } 
‘ } 
' 
i 
ts, 
, 
i 
‘ , 
iV 
\ ' 
il or ! i u ul 
countiy co 1] i l¢ 
t f, t ror | +} Vv we ) 
titiced to t I il iS YO ti 
, 
lemied, 1 f} | 
1 
, } ) lito: 
\\ ] ] ’ { a 
} 
i ( 
7 / ' { \ { 
i l | Cl 
OV ' 
und ! ( ua | 
I ju t 
1 
\ Dd t { } t i ft I 4! id 
KNOW, t it Higuil mM probabit tiiat 
7 1 
these small deb would have been got in 
3 | y ! lus rc ast thyé 
exertions O ( ila Pha 
In fact, althoug { creaitors 1 if 
issienecs y ad { more than « 
mensurate benef from t rtl 
\ 
VOW, Tt ect H Dil ~ 40 Na 
\ 
ret f ‘ 
i ) 
atlis , and 
nenolothen +} (tit | 
\ bys an yy tant 
i 
} 7 ] 4 
OV { urely the fact I ts Vill p= 
trona | { t to prey t the ad ption 
of th pla i | | only ) inted ¢t vO 
mie if | t | | 
omm ionel In ada ntot ) London 
( nim 21, F \ lh) y wo! ae) Se} down 
they thouvht i fle trusted 
the Tk would not refuse t into 
( mmiltee 
Sir | lett a | \ h his hon, nd 
} 
n | on | I pect t ¢ buses 
j 
\ ted in J ion | ler the old 
awl f hick 
iKrUuptl law, and f advantages which 
] | | 
nad Cad irom th app Intment ot 
Ott al haa | nal that 2 V an Sil 
' ' 
uble that th ni stem should be ey 











Ty 
1253 Bankruptcy Court. tJ 
tended to the country But tl bill did 
not do that. I’ important part oF 1 
was the apport nt of count ( tl 
sioners, and the 1 hin His W 
extremely defective. The bill did not 
profess to apply prospect y to fu 
commissions. Then what did the billin 
tend to do ? It st it per Wilh a roving 
cOmMmMissiol with powers 
jecuuonabie. Assio S 

where the accour t 

closed, miount t ummoned t 
COMMISSIONCIS, EXa 1 

quisitorial manner, aud even 

these commis: ers, | 

pointed by the Lord Chan 
salaries of 1,2002. a-yeat o ul 
5002, a-year. I con 5 
not limited as totime; they might sum- 
mon any. solicitor or assign before 


them, and all they | id to do was 
port to the Lord Chancello: 
to appoint offictat assignees 
All the bill did was 
to grant these powers to th Lord Chan- 
ners, to find 


to re- 
‘| here Ww 
ho powel 
at all prospectively. 
cellor and to the commiss! 
out 
should support the 
Mr. Hai vey said, the object of the bill 
was excellent, but the machinery bad. 
As there was no_ pressing 
it would be better to postpone the bill, 
that it might undergo revision: He 
agreed with the Solicitor-General that 


assets of bankrupts’ estates. He 


amendment. 


necessity, it 


estates in the country required the search- | 


ing’ revision which existed in London. 
But the bill should be confined to that; 
and he did not se \ 
should be appointed with 
12002. a-year. 
to confer ‘unnecessary pati 
Lord Chancellor. It someho 
that Session after Session saw 
patronage given to th 

and to the other 
other 
next 


why commiss 

salaries of 
sf he obj et seemea 
. yaze on the 
w happened 
additional 
Lord Chance | i 
jyudwes. Liter sO many 
measures had been deferred till 
account of th vdvaneed 
state of the Session, he thou that it 
would be the most prudent plan not to 
proceed with this, when so much good 
might be gained from reflection. He 
had heard nothing from the Solicitor- 
General which induced him to believe, that 
any real inconvenience would result from 
the postponement of the measure, which 
had been introduced and framed with more 
of precipitancy than judgment, and he 
therefore hoped, that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman would not press tt this Session 


year on 


ioners | 
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Mr. A. Yates trusted, that the Solicitor- 
Ci 1 would ( to tl coestion of 
the hon: and I (ret nan who had 
ts lown, aud post; the bill till 
xt Session Ife objected to inquiries 
In pt hich had been wound 
1) led forty or fifty years ag He 
so t whole system of cen- 
i il y tl bill, and bi 
y vot ist It. 
I | div ion the question, that 
—Ayes 37; 
i Ly 
| P } 
B ‘id J 
3 ay I I 
B ae | I 
| R 1, T.N 
( LW Rol ~~ kt. M 
Pa Rut oe 
Finch, F Ss y, Colonel 


I a a 
llodges, T. J 

i] i 

at ] 

L tn ia 
Na it 

| Mi ce) 

| Mot 1). 

1 O'"( l, D 
(PC's a}, 





Last of the 
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" { , Viscount 
, Mar i 
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le, V1 
y,G 
Ck A th, s 


Wood, G. W. 
W orsli V> 
Maule, hon | 
Hawes, B 


NorS 


Knatchbull, hon. Sir E 
Marsland, T. 

Miles, P. W.S., 
Nicholl, J. 

Per eval, ¢ plone ! 
Plumptre, wok 
Sibth rp, Colonel 
Sinclair, Sir G. 


ingannon, Viscount Talbot, C. R. M 
| J.M Turne A W. 
Sir | Williams, WW 
1] VW Yates, J. A. 
1) i 
1] ae Et 
if } Pollett ey We 
} . sere (arimsdi ° l 
| | it] commit! d, and the House 
re ill d. 
HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday, July 5, 1838. 
MINUTE Bill Read a second time:—Charitable 
J t Administration uitor Vioney; Affirmations ; 
I of Plea 
Petitions | ented Ry tl Bishop of Lonpon, from 
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255 Sale of {LORDS} Beer Act. 1256 
Chester, against Pluralities:—By the Duke of ReTLanp, | call was made for its repeal, he said ** No . 
from the Guardians of the Poor of the Union of Bingham, | , EPeRES ie . / on Se 
Nottingham, in favour of the New Poor-law.-—By Lord a considerahle amount of property has 
Brovenam, from Little Marsden (Laneashire), for a | been embarked in this trade in conse- 
system of National Education.-By the Ear! of Cam | quence of tae new law. Let its operation, 
LISLE, from Carlisle, against attendance on Idolatrous | jy 0 pe pea ; ” oe i 
Worship in Indiaa—By the Earl of AnerveeN, from | therefore, be fairly tried. Besides, he 
Writers to the Signet (Scotland), to be allowed to practice | was not friendly to the principle of legis- 
in the Sheriffs’ Courts.—By the Bishop of Duxnam, | ating one day, and undoing that legis- 
from Tynemouth, for t I r Obst Sah 5D bj 


bath. 


Save or Beer Acr.| Lord Brougham 
had to call their 
petition from a body of the 
abilitvy—he meant the magistrates, mem- 
bers of the town-council, clergy, guardians 
of the poor, bankers, merchants, traders 
and others, of the city of Bristol, amount- 
ing in number to above 1,000 persons, and 
they earnestly implored their Lordships, 
without delay, to put an end to the pre- 
sent beer-shop system, declaring that it 
had already done incalculable mischief, 
and expressing their opinion, that if the 
nuisance were allowed to ' 
longer, the most demoralizing results must 
flow from it. He was not at all surprised, 
that magistrates, clergymen of the Estab- 
lished Church, dissenting ministers, school- 
masters, in short all those who were neces- 
sarily the guardians of the morals of the 
community, should thus agree in entreat- 
ing their Lordships to put an end to this 
crying evil. He was, it should be observed, 
an advocate fora beer bill—not, indeed, 
for that which the Legislature had passed, 
and which allowed 


Lordships’ attention to a 


continue any 


beer to be consumed 


on the premises, which was the source of 


the mischief complained of; but of his 
own measure, which forbade in express 
terms the drinking of beer on the pre- 
mises. He had no objection whatsoever 
to beer being sold in houses licensed foi 
that purpose, and to be carried away for 
consumption at home. His wish was, not 
to prevent beer from being sold in the 
same way as bread, cheese, or butter, was 
sold at the chandler’s shop, but he was 
opposed to allowing beer to be drunk on 
the premises, because, if a man sent his 
daughter or his servant girl for beer to 
a place where a promiscuous company 
were in the habit of assembling, or if he 
went himself, the scenes exhibited there 
were likely to lead to demoralizing effects. 
He, therefore, had objected to the beer 
bill which their Lordships had passed. 
The noble Duke, who was at the time in 
office, knew that he had strenuously 
exerted himself to prevent the passing of 
the bill. But soon afterwards, when a 





lation on the next. But how stood the 
matter now ? Why, eight years had elapsed 


|} since the bill was passed, He had nar- 


rowly watched its operation, and he could 
truly say, that each year’s experience more 


ind more confiri 
to the measure. He should now, there- 
fore, lay on their Lordships’ table a bill to 
repeal the 11th of George 4th, and which, 
while it did not prevent the sale of beer 
on certain premises, contained provisions 
by which that sale should be regulated, 
and which also prevented the drinking of 
He should now 
move, that the bill be read a first time. 
The Duke of JWellington said, that at 
the time when the bill to which the noble 
and learned Lord alluded was passed, the 


ied his original objection 


beer on such premises. 


| measure was recomme nded by many con- 





| siderations, one of which, and that a prin- 


cipal one, was, that it was calculated to 
put an end to what was called the 
brewers’ monopoly. Therefore it was, that 
the measure had been adopted. As, how- 
ever, it had been found not to operate 
beneficially, he had uniformly supported 
every measure which had been introduced 
for its improvement. With reference to 
another act relative to which much con- 
troversy existed—he meant the act for the 
imendment of the poor-laws—he might be 
allowed to state, 
that act, there were not near so many 
beer-houses in existence as before the 
amendment of the law, which had, so far, 
the effect of checking the evil. He agreed, 
however, with the noble and jearned Lord, 
that it was most desirable that they should 
put an end to the system complained of, 
and from which it appeared much mischief 
had arisen, ‘There was one point worthy 
of attention, of which, however, the noble 
and learned Lord was a better judge than 
he could pretend to be. The bill appeared 
to be connected with the revenue—and 
the question was, whether the measure 
proposed by the noble and learned Lord 
could originate in their Lordships’ House ? 
At all events, he thought it would be 


that, since the passing of 


better if it originated in the other House. 
Still he could plainly state, that, where- 
soever it came from, when it was discussed 
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before their Lordships he should give it 
every support in his power. Ie believed, 
that the adoption of the bill complained ot 
had been the cause of very great evil. 

Lord Brougham said, that what the 
noble Duke had stated, and which he had 
heard with unfeigned§ satisfaction, had 
rung out the judgment of death on thi 
beer act. Sentence was passed upon it, 
and was only respited until certain forms 
could be gone through. What had o 
curred that evening would operate as a 
notice to individuals not to take out li- 
cences, or to embark capital in a vessel 
which must very speedily sink, 

Bill read a first time. 


? 
} 


Prison DiscieLin! Lord Brouwy 


wished to know whe ther his noble | rie nd 
had any objection to laying before the 
House certain information with refere 


to the treatment before trial of pers 
confined in the gaol of Neweate I" 
Act of the 3rd and 4th of George 4! 
commonly called the Gaol Act, made spe- 
cial provision for those persons. It set 
forth, ‘‘ that all such prisoners should | 
allowed as much ai 
necessary for the preservali n of then 
health.” But he was informed, that the: 
were confined three-and-tweity out of 
the four-and-twenty hours, and that 
during the remaining hour they wer 
compelled to walk in a circle round the 
yard, That, he supposed, was called 
giving them air and exercise sufficient for 
the preservation of their health. They 
were also confined separately (which he 
called solitary confinement) in apartments 
ten or twelve feet long, and six or seven 
feet wide, without fireplace or chimney, 
for the whole day and the whole night, 
except the one hour to which he had ad- 
verted. The Act further said, that due 
provision should be made for the admis- 
sion, at proper times and proper seasons, 
of their friends and relations. Now, he 
understood that, on Thursday and Satur- 
day they were allowed to see one person 
each, and that person for only a quarter 
of an hour. How was it possible, that, 
in so short a time, a prisoner could be 
able to prepare his defence? Ile wished 
to know whether his noble Friend had 
any objection to produce any information 
he possessed with respect to the manner in 
which the provisions of the 3d and 4th 
of George 4th, commonly called the Gaol 
Act, had been complied with, 


and exercise aS wer 
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The Marque sS O} I rsd mine, be fore he 


vave ai answer to the question, wished to 
have in Opportunity ol colnmunicating 


with the Hlome Office on the subject, with 


a view that the information desired, should 
be s complete as p ssible. He concurred 
with t noble and learned Lord, that 
there was no subject more deserving the 
ittention of Parliament than the dis- 

( S be ¢ ved in gaols between 
persons unconvicted, but committed for 

, and persons after conviction. 

The Karl of /?:pon observed, that the 
noble and learned Lord did not appear 
to iware Of an act passe d some few 
years since, after a committee of this 
House, at great pains, had gone minutely 

to t subject of the treatment of pri- 
son befor ind = =oafter conviction. 
Ph nh bh the Karl of R | n) did not 
pretend to know the rules of the gaol of 
New te, yet that mmittee had in- 

L the prisons of the metropolis and 
Its vin ly, a i t pr ncipal object of 
} } 


ui rwhich tne to which 
} 
u 


ee 
verted was founde was to bring 


. , 
ib 1uiform system in the treatment 
of all prisoners tn every gaol in the coun- 
try. tle, therefore, thought, that, to un- 
derstand this subject properly, it would 
I ssary to furnish tl House with 
more information than the noble and 
ied Lord had moved for, because the 
st it which he (tI Earl ot Ripon) had 
mentioned, gave to the magistrates, jointly 


with the Secretary of State for the Home 
Dey irtment, powers of making regula- 
internal management of the 
ols within their jurisdiction, with re- 


rar ] ] . ‘ . 
ference to both classes of prisone 


1'S—VIZ., 


those before trial, and those after con- 
victions With regard to separate con- 
‘ . 7 ] 

hnement of untrica persons, the com- 
mittee in their report, had pressed the 
adoption of that system, on the ground 


that it got rid of one of the greatest. 
possible evils of prison discipline—the 
indiscriminate admixture of all sorts of 


persons before trial. If the noble and 
learned Lord would turn his attention to 
the evidence taken before that committee, 
he would find, that prisoners in great 


numbers who had been contined in the 


metropolitan gaols, as weil as those who 
had been confined in county prisons, all 


expressed the greatest horror at the in- 
discriminate admixture of all sorts of 


persons before trial, and the consequence 
| was, that separation had been recom: 


. 
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mended with a view to avoid andprevent 
the dangers of the contamination of in- 
nocent people. 

Subject dropped. 


CANADA. Lord Ellenborough rose 
and said, that it would perhaps suit the 
convenience of the House if he now put 
a question relative to the 
to the noble Baron at the head of the 


{LORDS} 


Canadian affairs | 


Colonial Department, of which he had | 


given notice a few nights ago. It would 
also be convenient, that, before he put 
the question to the noble Baron, he should 
state to the House the law as it stood 
under the Act of 
the commencement of the present Session, 
By the first clause the statute of 
3rd, chap. 31, which provided for the 
calling together a 
the affairs of the province of Lower Ca- 
nada, in so far as that statute constituted 
a Legislature or related to the powers and 
functions of the bodies composing that 
Legislature, ceased to be in force. By 
the second section it was rendered lawful 
for her Majesty, by any 
commissions to be from time to tim« 
issued under the great seal of the United 
Kingdom, or by any instructions under 
her Majesty’s signet and sign manual ac- 
companying any such 


ito ask the noble 
| had any objection 


Parliament passed at | 


31 Geo. | 
| by the se 
Legislative Council for | 
} instructions sent to the Earl of 
‘as to the 
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That council might make laws as wood as 
those of the Assembly, and 
though it might not be of popular origin, 
still it afforded some means of control over 
the Government. Ou the other hand, how- 
ever, it might become a mere iustrument 
in the hands of the who might 
thus be raised to that which had neithei 
been intended nor expected by Parliament 
—namely, the absolute governor of 
Lower Canada. What he, therefore, had 
Baron was, whether he 
to show to Parliament 


House ol 


erovernor, 


the manner in which they had exercised 
the trust confided to them by placing upon 
the table copies of the commission under 
the ereat seal, or the instructions unde 
her Majesty’s signet, which were required 
‘ond section of the statute whieh 
he had Ory lie did not ask for the 
Durhain, 
manner in which gene rally he was 
to execute the trust reposed in him as 
Governor-general, because the noble Barou 
opposite had been ready to place an extract 


| of his despatch, dated from Great George- 


commission or | 


commission, to | 


appoint or to authorise the governor of | 


the said province of Lower Canada to 
appoint from time to time such a number 
of legislative councillors for the said pro- 


vince of Lower Canada as to her Majesty | 


shall seem meet, and to make such pro- | 


vision as to her Majesty shall seem meet 


i 


for the removal, suspension, or resignation | 
of any such legislative councillors. By | 
| issued pursuant to the second clause of the 


the third clause of the Act of the present 
Session a part of the functions and au- 


thority before enjoyed by the governor and | 


Legislative Council was delegated to the 
governor, in conjunction with the special 
councillors appointed under the statute in 
the manner prescribed by the preceding sec- 
tion. Their Lordships would, therefore, see 
that this Act granted no additional powers 
to the governor of Lower Canada, but 
merely altered his position with respect to 
the House of Assembly, and it was evi- 
dent, therefore, that the whole character 
of the measure and its effects would de- 
pend upon the Special Council, which 


might or might not be as good an instru- 
ment of legislation as the House of As- 
sembly, which, by the Act, was annihilated. 


street, Westminster, in January last, and 


directed to Lord Durham somewhere near 
the Park, four months before he went out: 
he had no desire for those instructions i 
extenso, but he did wish to have the 
instructions issued under the sign manual, 
or the 
directing 


commission under the great seal, 


what was to be done, in respect 


| of the appointment of the Special Council. 


It was essential to know the constitution 
of this council, and he therefore trusted 
the noble Baron would have no objection 
to lay upon th table of the House copies 
of the commission under the creat seal, or 
the instructions under the royal signet, 


Act to the Earl of Durham. He also 
desired to be furnished with a copy of the 


| commission to the Earl of Gosford, in order 


that he might compare the difference of 
the powers conferred upon each of those 
noble Lords, and he thought it would also 
be desirable that the House should be 
supplied with a copy of the mandamus, 


/warrant, or form of appointment of the 


members of the existing Executive Coun- 
cil. 

Lord Glenelg was understood to ac- 
quiesce in the motion, 

The Earl of Repon inquired how far the 
commission issued to the Earl of Durham 
empowered him to act, in respect to the 
other colonies of Upper Canada, Nova 
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in these terms. After stati he fact of | t tion. and 

the destruction at midnight, within t re] n him} 
territory of the United Sta fa certain | | rly to v 
steam-vessel, called the Sir Robert Peel, y he rey nted. H 
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conviction before any competent tribunal, | on the noble Lord’s first 
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seat of his government ‘There was no 
probability of any ie tical P inp yse bi 1a 
effected by now dis 


conduct, 


uSSINnG ar Durham’s 
‘which, with its consequences 
must come 
and fitting time. 

Lord Ellenborough not 
this discussion 
to the interests of the Canadas; where, 
for two full years, at least, the cons 
was annihilated, and 


before the public at a propel 


| | 
only thought 


: D, 
convenient, but essential 


arbitrary ane 
torial power as 
the duty of the Imperial Parlian 
vigilant, rilance alone could sup- 


ply the want of that constitutional author 


slid vi 


ity and that liberty which the noble Mar- 
quess Opposite and hi S friends j id takel 
away. 





Lord Brougham said, he, like th 

+ pe 

noble Baron who had just sat down, would 
not consent to bow to the lecture wh 


had been att mpted to be read to tl 


House by the nobl Marque t the | ( 
of her Majesty’s Privy Council. He must 
remind his noble Friend, that the answei 
made by him and his colleagues to tl 
complaints which he (Lord Broughan 
and others had raised against t] r 
ties of the measure, which took away thi 
liberties of 500,000 of her Majesty's sul 
jects, because soin¢ half dozen in a <« 

had been guilty of irregularities, or (afi 
so pleased the noble Marquess) had broken 
out into revolt, was, that th lictatorial 
powers, though given, would not be cx 
cised, because the Crown advisers by 

those powers were conferred would be re- 
sponsible to Parliament. He, on tl Is- 


cussions upon this measure had frequently 
been told to trust to the effects of publi- 
city and the control of Parliamentary 
superintendence, and he had been taunted 
with the rebuke, that | 
circumstances called for it, parties read: 
enough to inquire into the 
which, under the new state of things 
might take | 
the moment he did take notice of t 
the moment he did avail himself of that 
very opporti inity of exercising vigilance 
and of enabling their Lordsh 
intend those proce: that which was 
before held to be his safeguard he was then 
told was most unreasonable, unconscion- 
able, and unjust. The moment it turned 
out that any thing done under the 
act, complaints of irregularity were made 
and the 

nconsistent with the exercise of tlic 


dings, 


was 


thing done was challenged as if 


pow , i S) 


sumed in its place. It was 


{LORDS } 


| he had no intention of 


} up by the 


| past occasions, utterly 


fman; but he 


os ¢ a 
; Circumstances 
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what other course 
moment the thing 
very moment to tnoter- 


of the act; to be sure, 
was to be taken ? The 
was done was the 
fere, and to ask how, and why, and on 
what grounds it had been done. but it 
was said, ‘* Wait a little; wait for papers, 
and report Why, 
that amounted to nothing more nor less 
to all 
hnors-rene- 
shut out the su 
rilant control of Par- 


5 aud explan LIONS, 


indemnity 


! > ] iis ‘ . 
colonial governments and govel 


} } } 
than this—an absolute 


ral: so that a man might 
perintendence and vig 
The course which he had ere 
in reference to the d that 
salpin| watching 
o anything whe n 
the government of ¢ saad was first taken 
noble Earl. If he had not, on 
denied, that the 


1,] . geese 
novie kk url shows 


and unnecessarily criticisin 


ble Earl was guilty of the charges 
brought iinst him, he had at. least 
shown that he was influenced by no dis- 
ition to construe, uncharitably, the 
conduet of Lord Durham; and when his 
( luct, in reference to a certall appoint- 
t which he had made was « jee mena 
when sev animadversions were pro- 
unced ¢ that appointment and con- 
cu | ] Nj | tv’s Ministers were all 
{mute on the subject. They who would 


fee 
not now suiier a word to be 


said animad- 


verting In the slightest d ee on the con- 
duct of Lord Durham, because of his 
absence, three ad \yS ago suffered all the 
I’ouse in one vok to ¢ ry out arainst 
Lord Durham. Not one of them then 


xl forward in defence oi the absent 
defence. 


[They would recollect how he had stated 


} o . 
stood up th his 


th ease of Mr. Turton. He believe L 
that very many less invidious tasks had 
been undertaken by men in defence of 
a a dene ‘ “| } ] n tl 

absent friends than he undertook on that 


OC casi fi; whe D he 
of Mr. Turton’s case. 
did his noble Friend join him? 


been so sensitive about the 


stated the ext nuating 
But 
Ilad he 
defence of those 
would not have 

But his noble Friend at 
Governmen t, did speak. 
[ Ys now, unf tely, absent; and, 
perhaps, he ought not to say one word 
about the course his noble Friend took ; 
however, so far from ponent Lord 
Durham’s conduct, he joined in the repro- 
for he said, in strict terms, that he 
was surprised at the appointment which 
had been made, and deeply regretted it. 
At that moment it was, that he, because an 


that were absent, then he 
la word. 
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absent man was attacked, deemed it to 
his duty, painful as it was, to urge what 
he knew of the ease and the circumstan 
upon their Lordships’ attention, though 


exposed hims« If to no little misconstruc- 


tion—he might vo further, and say risk, 

for misconstruction, unhappil 

lowed. But he did so only becaus 

absent man was attacked. 
The Duke of We llington wished to offer 

to the House words on the sub 

which had 


discussion — namely, le oreat ] 


a few 
been again renewed in this 
which had been intruste 
Durham. 
nothing of great powers intrusted to tl 
Earl of Durham, except under an Act o 
Parliament 
of the Session; but there was no extraor- 


He confessed, that he kn 


pass lat the commen { 


dinary power in t act. Ther 


also, a sort of instructiun previously given, 
and that went no further than 

the Earl of Durham make rtain in- 
quiries and reports on that very import 
subject—the future settlement of the go- 
verninent of Canada. But with respect 
the direction and formation of the com- 
mission of inquiry, and other matters, lhe 
knew not, that the } ers Ol the ari ol 
Durham were ereater than those giv 

any other governor un ler similar circum- 
stances. The Earl of Durham, h 

had arrived at the seat of his government 
in Quebec, and he had performed certain 
acts in the execution of his duty. I 


thought the noble Earl had been intrusted 
. - } . 
with a very large discretion in relation t 





the future settlement of aflairs in Canada; 
and he must look forward with consider- 


able anxiety to the noble Earl’s conduct, 


in consequence of what had occurred 
lately, which had been brought out by tl 

diligence of his noble Friend n¢ 
(Lord Ellenborough), in the 
which their Lordships had heard within 
the last few 
view, he considered, that these discussions 
were important; and when thi | iron 
came to lay on the table of the House the 
instructions to the Lai | 
would then see if he had these enor 
powers, whether he had exercised, 
with discretion, those enormous powers, 
to which the noble Lord had adverted. 
But up to that moment, that House, and 
Parliament, and the public, ar ) 
had no knowledge of any such enormous 


ir bim 


GISCUSSIONS 


evenings. It 


and 


powers as were stated to be in the hands jt 


of the Earl of Durbam,. 


( him ) | vernment 
lou S nd he 
ited t Ba ra 
i { | Karl of 
\ ( | 29th otf 
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{ \ th | f Jur 
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ke him say, that 
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nstitutional! If 
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ould t valid L they 
dd ( Chet is no Government 
ss both the persons appointed and th 
le of ir proceeding, with the manner 
t ir removal and dismissal, had been 
ified 
I LE ? vished to observe, 
f iough the noble Marquess had 
» kind en uch to suggest the course he 
wht to pursue \ h reference to the 
vernor of Canada, with respect to 
t nob Marque he must decline 
ting on the advice of the noble Marquess, 
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thing about t parti 
omethin Ol thie 
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larly to state, that he had no charge to 
make against the noble and learned Lord 
on the woolsack, for he was convinced 
that the change of system did not originate 
with him. ‘The noble earl concluded by 
moving for copies of the Lord Chancellor’s 
letter of the 27th of January last, to the 
lord-lieutenant of the West Riding of the 
county of York, on the subiect of the com- 
mission of the peace, and of the answer 
thereto, dated the 30th of January. 


{LORDS} 


| attend to, 


The Earl of Warwick said, that in War- | 


wickshire the same objectionable system | 


was pursued as the noble Earl had stated 
to be pursued in Yorkshire. Names were 
sent up to the Lord Ch scellor for appoint- 
ments in the magistracy, solely and pur- 
posely with a view to forward the very 
lowest party purposes. Tle did not know 
by whom those up to the 
noble and learned Lord, but there could be 
no doubt as to the ob} iew. The indi- 
viduals were generally selected from Gentle- 
men whose names he (the Earl of Warwick) 
had left out, and he was convinced, that 
the noble and learned Lord could not hav 
made that selection. ‘Those names were 
selected by others, and from diferent 
motives from those ie Was con- 
vinced actuated the noble and 
Lord. In making 
magistracy, he had always endeavoured 
to dismiss from his mind all party feelings, 
but ifa contrary course were to be pursued 
by the Government, and if they were to 
place names in the commission not recom- 
mended by the lords-lieutenant, then he 
would ask to whom were the people to 
look, and with whom was the responsibility 
to rest? Ifthe jlords-leutenant were to 
be obliged to state why the names of cer- 
tain persons were not put inthe list of 
magistrates, the consequence would be 
that the lords-lieutenant would be placed 
in the situation of general accusers; and 
he would ask how it was possible for any 
one to state why thousands of persons 
should not be placed in the commission ? 
It was impossible for any one to state why 
every person with an income of 100/. 
a-year within a county, should not be 
placed in the commission. ‘The lords- 
lieutenant were responsible for the con- 
duct of those whom they might recommend 
but surely it was too much to eall upon 
them to state why they did not recom- 
mend certain persons who perhaps might 
be wholly unknown to them. He felt 
great difficulty in the situation in which 


lists were sent 





I 


which i} 
learned 


his selections for the 
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he had been placed by the change of sys- 
tem, and he should be very happy to see 
all the by-ways of 1 
into the commission at once and for ever 
put an end to. 

The Lord Chancello that not 
having had anv idea that the noble lord 
who had just sat down was to bring for- 


introducing persons 


said, 


Warwickshire, and as 
all the counties of England to 
and all the lords-lieutenant of 
those counties to communicate with, he 
was not prepared to enter into detail with 
Warwickshire, as the noble 
Earl had given him no information of his 
intention to complain, so as to have 
enabled him to look at the correspondence 
and to prepare an answer to the state- 
ments which had been made. 
Earl who had opened the 


ward the case ot 


he had 


respect to 


The noble 
discussion had 
siven him full information of his inten- 
tion, and having looked over the papers 
relating to the transactions to which the 
noble Earl had 1, 
anxious to give some explanation on the 
which he trusted would be satis- 
; [le was not surprised, that the 
iarl had used one word for another 
in the speech which he had delivered, as 
the change of words was perfectly in ac- 
cordance with the doctrines which the 
noble Earl had put forward. ‘The noble 
Earl had spoken of 


alluded, he was most 


Ls 
Ny vf 
ubject, 
factory. 


' 
noble 


the custos rotulorum 

(The Earl of 
Hlarenood,—That was a mistake.] He 
did not doubt that it was a mistake, but 
it was a mistake in perfect keeping with 
the doctrines of the noble Earl, who had 
contended against the exercise of the 
power which the Crown undoubtedly pos- 
sessed. What was the doctrine of the 
noble Earl? ‘The noble Earl stated, that 
the lord-lieutenant had the power of 
sending a list of persons to be placed in 
the commission, and that the Lord 
Chancellor had the power of aftix- 
ing the great seal to that list, without 
which it would not be valid. So far the 
power of the Crown was acknowledged, 
and the question at issue therefore was, 
whether the Lord Chancellor was or was 
not at liberty to ask the lords-lieutenant 
why persons not in the lists furnished by 
the lords-lieutenant had not been placed 
on those lists. That was the real question 
at issue, and as the noble Lord com- 
plained of such questions being put to 
him, it followed that the power of the 
Lord Chancellor to put such questions tg 


as naming the magistracy. 
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the lords-_lie utenant was d sputi d by the} que 
noble Karl. 


his assent to the doctrine thus put forward | fer 


l ] 5 - 
Now, he never would ety sk 


by the noble Earl, and he would read the; him 


lette rs, a course 


i 
had forced him, alt 


Ithou der cated 
such discussions, which had passed 
tween the noble Earl and himself, } 
would show the natur f the qr 


which had been put, and which : 
tended 
full information as to 
had been submitted to him for ap- 


pointments in the magistracy. Ti 


wel necessary ih ord 


hames 


no objection to read the \ 
letters, as he considered highly wu 


anteither for the lords-lieuten 

Lord Chancellor to ask each other for in- 
formation in re 
placed in the c 


he considered necessary, in order, that t 


! ' 
ard to the persot to t 


y 


mmission. Auch a 


appointments might be of such a nate 
as to give veneral satisfaction. He sto 
before their Lordships the hoide: f 
the great seal, and he begeed thus pu t 


licly and distinctly to state, 
never had acted, and he never would act, 
on the principles and doctrines put for- | tha 
ward by the noble Earl. He approved of 


the custom of the Lord Chancellor con-} pei 


sulting the lords-lieutenant in revard to} ou 
the appointments to the magistracy, ar So 
he had always done so with a dispositi 

to listen with the greatest respect to t 
information conveyed to him, and to the re 


presentations which were made. But t 
tell him that 
own 


he was not to exercise | f 
-that 


discretion he was to put tl 
great seal to any list which might be f ma 
warded to him, without having the } 

to ask for any information, and that 

was not to 
ioht b 


to any representations 


Ii | ita 
e to him in regart 
} . 
i 


] + 
wsten 


which m mad 


the persons upon that 
individuals 
which he 

presentations were made to him, was 


list, or 
omitte d, 


not to be at iberty to communicate with 
the lords-lieutenant, and was lhe to pass 
over those representations, whatever might 
be their importance, withou the slightest ri 


notice, and without an attempt to ascer- | a 
tain their truth? He 
during the time he had held the great} ca 
seal, he had had to commu 


could say that 


1icate with ta 


] 


to which the noble Earl} and 


never could subscribe. If re-! was 


most of the lords-licutenant both in Eng- | made 


land and tn Scotland, and there never be- | to t 


fore had been any objection made, or any} wa 


unwillingness manifested, to reply to the | Earl 
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“J 
' 
} 
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Whe CIs 
nil ’ 
| n 
hin 
I him ¢ 


power, 
not 
yf li 
th 

' 

r 

to indi- 
t¢ int 
thelr 
he had 
it. De- 
i 1 to 
confi- 
Isfy Ul 


t course which 

to tl maris- 

i came the 
Snot prope 

ut seal to ask fon 
iS-] tenant in 
nt to the 

I julesce In 

| } i would 

ML tt » he de! 

) t to isk any 
y 1 to persons to 
3siOl [he noble 
rs nformation 
3 1 loss to 

1d me to 
Ma las year ne 
mmunicat r ») less 
noble Earl in re 


‘tion |} 
nmunicat 

SO 
vben th 


pinion the 


-OIMMuUNI- 
ed satis- 


ad been 


iOnNS, OF 
that he 
e noble 
it it was 
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eae Metals 
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ae BOR tas 


et 


Se ae 


imp } rf Ul I< i i i ) 
A 
any question of t | f | 
} ~ 7. ) 
ne Ha { i \ \ ll 
} 1 ! 
cerst I ( Ul had 
¥ } 
1. forme! ( ( ! iuc 
, , 
the very revel Ol I 1} ie 
compialn if | ¢ 1} t 
noble | | Wi } 
learned ( 
1 
eal Di} iil 
( i } 
eent j 
havi l 
] 
Lord } ! 
f ad t ) 
¢ rf + ’ ft 
i 4 t i i 
1} ] } 
not and i ted tl 
matter without com! 
whom It \ pl t, 
| 
tl c His 4 ny nt me \ I i) vi 
Oo} e character—vl that h a i 
! 1 
consulted by the Lord ¢ Vat 
were ol yn ll in ca 
and he should read to d 1 
few tetters which 1 pas t ill 
] 
and the noble Karl, but to \ 
much I it ) con} 1 | iel 
' } 
ak adil i cs } 
custom to « uit tl Ol tena wit 
spect to tne inser ol nam | 


the commission of 
former! period it was not unusual to in- 
troduce names a®ainst the will oF the 
lords-lieutenant, and at a much earlier 
time those functionaries were not consi- 
dered the pr yper persons to be consulted 


On the 24th of O tober the noble Itarl 


sent him a list of new name be inserted 
In the new ¢ tn) it 
in rt | On the lt ni th 
. corres} den t t 
Secretary of State { Home Depart 
ment and ] | I » I 
name of four ] iS 
pose 1 to 1 rt ti | rt th 
j 
p : he would: the noble kat 
letter, for the p \ that at 
{ t time the noble Karl felt no ol tion 
to the mode of commun Lio Che nol 
Karl stated to th | yme cretary that h 


was unacquainted with the uames of thi 





four 
the 26th of Octob C und tbat he could 


therefore hav il objection to 


their appointment on the responsibility of 
the Home Secretary. Jn thi letter, eon 
sequently, the noble Earl raised no objec 
tion on the sround of bein asked his 


Opinion as to the insertion of new names 


ee ee : oad 
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n ( mmi It was thought im- 
portant, on account of th particular 
| ae ] ee 
iocalily th Which they were to act, that 
| ] von: ee 
{ nt 1 should be included in the 
MIN ISSIe it peace, their names 
, 
! ‘ ! | 1Paln, La 
rict ri yuld doubt- 
ct, the was a tow! hich wa 
t , and } S Lr ere al 
t that 1 rate Ry 
| { {ol 
i I 4 tt to 
th { Lord 
Lb } ted ) coml 3- 


101} il i | th ioble 
Karl, t mn ilreacy 
1 t I t Karl’s 

} n { pl I V,1n res] t to 
particular t fore spoken of, of 
including in t commission two gentle- 
n whose names had been recommended 
for that purpose. the noble [Karl replied, 
that to neith of the gentlemen named 
had he any object is Cx repting that he 
was informed that one of t m would not 
cl i hie {( I h )\ Ver, WI hie 


ul | it With th intention thu 
ttributed to that gentleman, he felt it his 
duty to ascertain what the real feeling of 


the individual might be; and the answer 
he received from that gentleman was, that 
he had no disinclination to serve: but 
that, on the contrary, if he were appoint a 
1e would act. About the same time he 
received a letter from the noble Earl 


’ 
+ ] i] iy M* 
Stating, that he found from inqutries he 
aye Ga ; ' 
radi made, that the ntleman would act i 
, rs | } ] Pa | 
ppo { ,. | Lie names W i lle 
ted I ( th ansaclion§ to 
' “a. 
which th 10D ttarl had ret d—vyiz 
t e| | of county ure) \ 
] ! 
cert } nan Ine tiie com 
ission of tl peace was disqualified 
{ reby from standing’ a candidate, 
] | | 
1 | nad pileation to b struck 
‘ { ’ } 
u the commission. Che lord 
utenant was written to tor the purpose 
f : | | 
of ascertaining whether there was anv ob 
| 1 to the striking out of that Gentle 


man’s name, and the reply was, that he 
declined to give any Opinion, as he wished 
all interference with the 


quently that gentleman’s 


to abstain 





electi is 
name was struck out of the commission. 
Next came the letter of the 27th of Janu- 
ary, on the subject of which the noble 
Karl had given notice of motion ln 


reading this letter he felt he was disclosing 
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counties. The noble and learned 
did not call the lord-lieut: 
perform the duty of recommending a_per- 
son fit and proper to perform the magisterial 
duties; but the lord-licutenant was called 


upon nant to 


upon to state, and state confide ntially, 
whether a particular person named to the 
Lord Chancellor by other parties, and 
known to be named by other parties, was 
a fitand proper person to be appoint d 
So that the lord-lieutenant had to run all 
the risk—and not an unimportant risk in 
sociely—ol having to obj to th \ 
of a party whom he in all probability knew 
to have been recommended to the Lord 
Chancellor by particular iduals for 
certain poliiical or party purposes, Noy 


this had been done in the present instance 
after a particular canvass and inquiry had 
been instituted, ¢ Iriend 
had noknowiledge,and then hisnoble Friend 
was called u; to give his opinion with 
referencc party thus 
With what 
Friend act towards the noble and learned 
Lord cee such a proceeding? He would 
tell the noble and learned Lord this, that 
having himself acted in various official 
situations, and under men of all descrip- 
tions, he could not act with confidence 
under him with reference to the oftice of 
Lord-lieutenant on of that very 
mode of proceeding. Ie would just point 
out to their Lordships what the operation 
of the system pursued by the noble 
learned Lord was. The noble and | 
Lord went and canvassed for Opinions 1 
respect to the appointment of 


f wnich his noble 


on, 


| } 
to the recommended. 


: : : : 
confidence could his nobl 


account 


magistrates. 


Now, he would suppose, that a gentlemai 
was recommended to the noble and learned 
Lord who was what was called in the 


ancient acts of Parliament a barrato? 


person who was bound over to keep the 
peace. But where . he would ask, would 
the noble and learned Lord, in bis can 
vass, find a recommendation of that kind ? 
Would he receive it from the its lieu 

tenant of the ? Would it be 
any gentleman of station in 
county, who would 
the noble and learned Lord, 
ject? No such thing. It would be from 
some political partisan. He did not mean, 


> a 


irom 

the 
have a right to counsel 
upon 


county 
rank, or 


the sub- 


cellor himself; 
body else who had the ear of t 
Chancellor. It was from a source, 
that such a recommendat! He 
would mention another possible case. A 


he Lord 


such 
n came, 


SLORDS} 


Lord | 





~~ 


earhe | 


for 
all, they 
that the party ap yproached the Lord Chan- | 
but he approached some- | 
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gentle man, for 
a contest at a 
having 
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goes and stands 
election : after 
stood this contest, he is appointed 


instance, 


eeneral 


a captain of one of her M ryt sty’s ships ; 
he moes tO Sea; and the n th« Lord Chan- 
cellor wri s, that it is necessary, that this 
gentleman should be appointed a magis- 
trate. But the A Parliament required, 


that the magistrate should be : sident. 
T ition of 


— } } rol hanrol] 
tion, Wuich the 9 rd Chancellor obt Line d 


recommenda- 


} 
Ciest rh} 


1 1 
upon his can nd was t lord-lieu- 
i 
t it \ tn decitn to communicate 
! ' 1} 
with t 1 Char icello ien he had 
; 3 
pu U] » lim ft l ity of refusin 1) 
} \ 
is iit LO ch a rec l dation Vv¢ 
t ry ee 1s i } 
a recommendation, likely to be made by 
ny noviemanh or egentieman of ink ol 


n to the Lord Chancellor ? He was 


] ‘ | } ] P 
certain, that the nobie and learned Lord 
) 7 ' 
could not stand up in that House, and 
a3; 7 ee PY 
justify such a recommendation as this. 
Ith anWOLMer Case, an attorney retires, and 
becomes a sleeping partner, and he is re- 
imme vd d to the Le rd ¢ hancellor to be 


a magist. Now, he did 
of such a person being 
but what he complained of was, that any 
person should presume to go near 
Lord Chancellor, and 
as this, to be 


ate. not complain 


made a magistrate; 
the 
recommend such 


persons magistrates, and, 


that the Lord Chancellor should listen to 
them, and refer to the lord-lieutenant to 
give any opinion whatever, in consequence 
of that description of recommendation, 
Now, the mode in which the noble and 
learnt d | ord, he d dd clared his de termina- 
tion to persevere was, that very mode 


1 1 1 } ) " 
which fed to this description of canvass 


intment, and was the very thing 
l 


of which | 


his Frien¢ 
ind of 


noble complained, 
Sennen, also, and 
which he edged deprived 

all confidence in the noble and 
learned L ord, and of all power of acting 


which he 


fairly acknowl 


him of 


frankly, honourably, and handsomely 
under him. All, that he required was, 
that the magistrates mi gts as was require dl 
by the act of "p arliament, be gentlemen of 


} 


we ilth, worth, consider a and educa- 
tion ; that they should have been educated 
possible; and that, above 
associated with, and 
d by the gentry of the country. 
The aud learned Lord said, that 
they were not to object to men on ac- 
count of their entertaming particular po- 
litical opinions. He did not think, that 


the bar, if 
should be 
be respecte 


nobl ; 


any lord-licutenant inquired into the poli- 











128] i or-l fj } i hy 


tical opinions of persons prey {0 be 
commending them to the Lord ¢ is 
lor; but the noble and | lL | ¢ 
very much mistaken if h Py l, bi 
if the lord na : 
person in. the t i 
the ben¢ 1, tne n { , 
would sit upon t 


aman, and : 


entinge to { 

| t 
the i Liacy W I t 

th el ( ; 
. ' 
the re i ; 
iuteiy ( 


Roc td : 
snouid mak \ 
character, edu¢ 
Indiviaqual, velore h me f ; 
hati to 1 I 

‘ 
Chancell Li 


me, He really did not know t Vi I # 
noble Duke referred. 0 
tainly been said 

He had never Canvassed 5 

stirred, nor asked anybody f ny | 


If the noble Duke m 
tions had been made 


the meaning OF the word ™ ¢ca 
then the nobl Duke had spoken 
was true. But, t] it hie eV r wel 
to apply to any be 


vassed any one, in t] 


entirely and positive 
Duke had also referred to n 
duals of whom hh t I 
knew nothin * On 
Duke spoke as | 
which he the ucht 
the professi ne Ys 
was. He begeed to ask 
whether he int to sav, 
(Lord Chancellor: had ay ted 
such person, to | commiss 
peace in any county tn ineland tt 
had done so he knew nothing of i 
Lord Wharneliffe had heard with | 
the opin n expressed by the noble an ( l 
learned Lord, because he did not thi { } { ; 
that the noble and learned | x i put \ $4 \ t 
ona proper footing, the mode in whi s should 





w 

magistrates ought to be a} nt 4 
' . 7 a 

protested against the doctrine 4 
g ‘ 


by the noble and learned Lord and H 
tained, that it was no excuse for t 
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to the last ten years, and he had no doubt , savings-banks lf y ties, on the 
that they would present to the House a | 2° v er, 


mass of information which cot not fail : 
to excite in the minds of | lembers | : 

. } "1 , t 
very considerable surprise. ‘They would 


be surprised to find, that, in eff Ct. GE 3. at | 4 ‘ : f ' aie 
debt of the country was increased witl 
the consent or the knowledge of Parli n 


ment. Not that he so much objected t | 
the measure to which his motion 
on the ground that it was a bad finane , ie ana 
measure, as becat It was a pro¢ a , 
carried on without the knowledge of t 
House of Commons. Surely not} * couid 
be more inconsistent with the of | 
liament, and with the principles of 
Constitution, than that comn siot rs, a] — 
pointed as those were who had 1 
nagement of savings-banks’ funds, should AE SP He ) 
have the power to change from funded t 
unfunded debt accordi is they thoucht 
proper. Further, he thought it right to 
observe, that the present pract in ref 
ence to savines-banks involved very dan- slit stataclatias ei ehraet eds 
Pa it ean 


ecrous consequences in the event of a ru ; 
upon the Bank of England; this position | , , pire, He, 
he conceived to be abundantly proved a4 ‘hav : a 
the financial state of the country in the | vernment irities, being verag 
years 1836 ind 1837. The state of things f 74,2070. 1 lto trus- 


which existing provisions respecting sav- 


ings-banks had brought about, was such “4. That the commissioners have paid to 
as he trusted, the House would not allow | ‘76. MUSiEes OF Beveice : nie eee pis lly 
to continue, espe cially when they recol- | | ' ; a e = a ee rt | I f. na 
lected what past experience had shown | yqq7 | ~ ery fal ype! wie & nig 


might be its possible consequences. In t time the fixed rate of 23d. per 100/. per 


the year 1833, the deposit yrs in the sav- j diem, 16s . per cent. yearly ; whilst 
ings-banks drew out between 800,000/. and ‘rate of interest has been 


900,000/7., and did not deposit 
181,000/,. The hon. Member concluded ‘ dir tieseg ee a 


by moving, that the House do resols ele us Titan, g | 
itself into a Committee of the whol errant iy. ree a 
House, to take into consideration the 9t] 7637) 6 it 48.7 y, on the 
of George 4th, chap. 93, with a view t \ ft j . That the agere- 
the alteration and amendment of th t ft years, viz., from 1817 to 
l 7 ; \ n the 


same, 


The following are the resolutions whic! siguiente esee se from 1817 


5 ‘ ‘ II . saty y , "5 i 


had been printed by the order of the | 9 1837. 1.548.317. (ine 
House, and to which the hon. Member | clud 64,22 deficient in the estimate of 
referred in the course of his speech. | ts), or about 77,4167. 4 n the average 

these twenty years, lusive of compound 


“1. That there has been received by { nt st, W ho it to be added to show the 
commissioners for the reduction of the national | actual excess of interest paid by the commis- 
debt, on account of savings-banks, and friendly | s 1 the year ending 20th No ember, 
societies in Great Britain and Ireland, bet ot s may be estimated at about 
the 6th of Auvegust 1817, and the “Oth IN 


1837, the aggregate sum of 31,978,161/. } “5, That, whilst the commissioners paid, 
VEG... prin ipal and intere st, and they have to about 500 vinos-banks in | ola 1, Walk S, 
paid within the san period, the um I I eland, interest t tl fixed rate of 


11,460,446/ 8s. 2d¢., leavin the amount of l. 10s Ojd, pel annum, 412 bank paid thei 
20,517,7142, 14s. 9., due to the trustees of | 


ee eed 


oe 


Seat 
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the depositors 3/, 8s 5d. (being the largest | and received from the sale of stock and Ex- 
amount allowed by the act to be paid), thus ; chequer bills the sum of 16,684,645, leaving 
leavil Lsury of inte st of 18,670,36 ’. as the amount of cost of the 
to the t es of 412 banks, : stock and Exchequer bills standing — in 
the truste of | KS. That that their names on the 20th of November, 1837. 
plus the expenses of th wings=banks have 9. That, whilst it is highly important to 
cenerally ( efrayed ; and on th ithof} the best interests of the country that the Go- 
February, 1 . there was standir n tl vernment should continue to afford encourage- 
Bank of Eagland, to the credit of the commis- | ment and protection to the prudential invest 
ers the Se ia Fund Accoun th< ment and safe cust ly of the savings of the 
sum of 247,787. of 1 surplus, the int industrious classes, it is proper, that such ase 
of which, mountit at ) per cent. to, sistance should be aflorded without loss to 
8,672, 10s. yearly interest is availal owards | the Government, and with as little danger as 
defraying the loss incurred by the public, as | possible to public eredit.” 
before shewn, altioug’ the priucipal sum re- | ‘The hon. Gentleman also referred to 
i e ' fs ‘ea bey tics oars Bb: e hon. Gentleman a so referred to the 
nks, if uired by them, 1 will following returns; : 
reduce the annual sto the Government to Amount in 
N umibe epo hree Years 
that amc t. t exceed Pee. eves 334,114 cece $2,289,117 
“6. That the Government securities stand- DGG Sica s : 77,401 ecce 5)437,23% 
ing in the names of the commissioners on th sah : poe Sets Soeeee 49 yen 
20th Nov. 1837, namely, 13,306,210/. of 34 per aha re earn 123,474 
cent. stock, though valued at par, was pur- Ditto exes 2 200 sees awn 752,204 
chased at prices varying from 752. 18s. 7d. per! taivia <j : nee sees 18:874;703 
1002. stock upwards, and the 6,9 ee a ee of ; Ch ! titutien . st nee 40,712 
3 pr r cents., though valued at 93/. ts. pel 100/, Fs hou ° Creeeee 7 a 784,457 
stock, was purchased at prices varying from 635,440 9 500,87 
67/. 17s, 11d. per 100/ stock upwards. That; , nt “esse he ; fie ber, 1837, th 
these secucities, if sold at this time, would | aneclin tanks otRingiand and treat 
realize the full amount of capital and interest itto, in the hands of tr ‘ ‘ pile my 
due to the trustees of savingsebanks and } banks ac Bae eos SSS aaa Ui,592 0 
friendly societies; but if the 3 per cents. Potalseecsess £501,578 17 4 


should fall from from 93/. 4s, to 83/. 4s. pei 
100 stock, and the 3} per cents. from 100/. to 





The loss to the public, by the presen 








t 


‘ "ta 4 1} ,o » ~ Ss ) ; 4 . 
90/. per 100/. stoc k, there would be a loss rate of paying the trustees of Savings 
of capital to the Government of two millions | banks, appeared as follows : 
sterling, and if the fall of 3 per cents. should | The commissi ners pay at the 
be to 73/. 4s., and the 3} per cents. to 80/. per | "ate ot odd. per day for 
1 : | very L100—£3 16s. Odd. 
100/. stock, the loss of capital would be four | p ROUt ecenkesenenines ey { 16 4 
millions sterling on the whole amount due to | The  comn ers receive 
depositors, and so in proportion to the amount from Shire per Ceuts, 
| > ce : . : , at the price of f 
of stock sold out to meet the demands of the ly £3 4s. Gd. } Ri £34 ahh 
depositors 
» 4 14 . ? S V every million Wail) ; 
“7, That the whole of the deposits, amount | dacs : B31T0 10 & 
ing to 20,517,7141, are by law payable in Savings Banks, 1832 
cash ; sums unde 10,0008, m ly be demanded | Paid in mekk lek. 
by every bank at five days’ notice ; and sums f f’ s. a 
above 10,000/. at fourteen days’ notice > and } March oeesees a te 747 7 8 
a . Apri) scssess ese So 107,534 4 4 
in times of political excitement and panic, the 7 ete park artes 34D 14677 8 0 
depositors may thus legally make large de- | IUN€ ceeccceceees L5TI5 66,976 19 
mands of cash, so as to produce a heavy loss | a i” tlt Pin Bice P 
to the Government and greatly inconvenience, | £181,722 | £825,569 9 9 
. ' 
f not endanger, public credit. ; . 
aT NOS Fi SET, | ‘ | Sums paid in and drawn out at two 
“3. That by the existing law, the commis- Lift ; od 
: - all ‘ent periods :— 
sioners for the reduction of the national debt } ditteren perioc 
may buy, SE ll, and ex¢ hange the Government } Prom 28th January, 15 t , 1853, inclusive, 
securities of the savings-banks, as they may | Sums paid in, .secceseeee £761,361 
: . . 5 dre Oltvcccresvce 7,964,2) 
think fit ;they may purchase Exchequer billsand | see ce 
exchange them for stock ; they may sell out } Decrease of deposits 6. £502,750 
stock and purchase Exchequer bills; thereby | From 9th February, 1833, to 1st March, 1834 


affecting materially the currency of the coun- 
try, and changing the nature ofthe public 
debt, without the previous knowledge of Par- 
liament; and it appears, that they have ex- 
ercised these powers largely during the last 
twenty years, having paid 35,355,014/. for 
the purchase of stock and Exchequer bills 


> 


Sans paid tOsceceesoeees 


Suis GVAWN OUtsccssccecs 





Increase es £512,408 


ly > of deposits 
The question having been put, 
The Chancellor of the Eache quer said, 
that he should certainly be unwilling to 
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consent to any course which would teud th Savings-ban { 
to shake the security of the deposits in’ I is not prepared ; 
savings-banks, and it was his decided opi- possible cireur stance 
nion, that the disadvantage of taking a) should a reduction tak 
single step would far outweigh any possi- , mitted the time might ¢ 
ble benefit that could accrue from change. duction might discreetly 
There was, he admitted, some loss to the place: but it never could 
public, but a still greater injury to the creating some decree ¢ 
community would arise from disturbing i But doubted 
the confidence which was felt in the secu ty t. when t 
rity of savings-banks; there was no doubt ( | lV ex ited 
howeve r, that if at the original establish- d ad imp vem t WV 
ment of savings-banks, Parliament could t | to him | 
have foreseen the extent to which the sys for t | 

tem was destined to be carried, they as; t] pu | 
might have made much wiser arrange- 1 mode adopted by 1] 
ments than those which had been adopted. 1 mit led by Gov 

All that Parliament had ever undertaken, t down the amount ot 
and indeed, all that it could be expected isses, wl 

to undertake, was, that the savings of pos n savings-t S 
persons of small incomes should b as well 5 | 
secured, and as chi aply managed, as th n} st 
properties of the largest capit lists. 1 mount of interest v 
matter presented two questions,—namely, | m Lt] verted 
the security of the capital, and the 1 st paid } 
amount of the interest to be paid. Th while th re 
only recommendation his hon. Friend had ide principal, was 9,27 
made, was, that the House should inter- ni rs in savi inks 
fere for the reduction of the interest. The class of persons to make ex 
interest originally was 4/7. lls. 3d. per) He enti | the Hous 
cent., but it was subsequently reduced t so] - 

i, 16s. He admitted, the nt without leadi to 
paid more than they received, but he 1 ly t least in as 
should decline arguing it as a mere money @¢ da remedy. were lil 
question. ‘There were greater int t cers he ippreh 
involved in it. If, for instance, by thi i st | 
reduction of the interest, parties were in- { reduction of i1 
duced to withdraw their deposits, say ' ilter t 
the amount of 200/., it would be impos- the pul to the dey 
sible for them to replace more of that. they to mal Ln 
sum than 30/. in any one year, and thus If a proposition y 
all the advantages of savings-banks would the depositors should onl 
be defeated with respect to such individu- | value of money in the marke 


als. But it might be said, that a slight 
reduction of interest would not producé 
any such effect. He held in his hand a 
statement of the effect on savings-banks of 
the various panics, commercial and politi- 
cal, and also of the reduction of the in- 
terest which took place in 1828. Che 


y- 


f 1825 


fact was, whereas in the panic of 
the total amount withdrawn from savings- 


banks did not exceed 361,000/., and in 
the political movement of 1832 no greater 


a sum than 550,000/., the consequence of 
the reduction of interest from 4/. Ils. to 
3l. 16s. instead of being represented by 
the smaller of those sums, 361,000/., or 


by the greater, 550,000/., withdrew from 


a death-blow to savine's-ban 


His hon. Friend ha 

for what he had d nd 
cla of t Savings-| 
had only done what \ 
do by the act itselt He | 
Friend would be satisfied 
called tl ttenti of t 
ubject, and \ yuld not | 
res lut I but i iS h 
Sist in dividing tl HH 
ertainly resist t! pro} 


forcing economy at the haz 

se h miol wal , 

Which might TOMowWw the 
’ “aay 

course recommenda 1 by bh 


Mr. Goull 


> Anneidores 
urn CONSiIQCTeG 


ub und no 
LLUT< in 
Lic = 
ta 
‘ T if 
| ai it 


} ls a! 
ANS ULOLeCLber,. 


1 foun raulit with him 


r Ol ol thi 
(ct but hie 
is dis ( d to 
yp | Hts hon 
\ th hav! r 
HH US¢ ) 1] Is 

Vere 1 nis 
lriend per- 
, he should 
itl or ene 





2 SEES Bt, i 





he 
‘ 
a 
e 
Bs 
cS 
x 
zs 





129] The Duke 


position was calculated to excite distrust 
of the savings-banks, and those most in- 
terested in them. So far from thinking that 
the interest ought to be reduced, or could 
be reduced with safety, 
care and management on the part of those 


who superintend the savings-banks, c yuld 


{COMMONS} 


| 
| 
| 


{ 


it was only great | 


| proviso, that none of 


enable them to pay the sums allowed by | 


the public. The act of 1828 had greatly 
increased the number of depositors, and 
it was by the increase of the number of 
the depositors, that the expenses of tlic 
savines-banks were increased, 

Motion negatived. 

Tne Duke or Sussex.] On the 
notion that the Hlouse resolve itself into a 
Committee of Supply, 

Mr. Gali ym trusted, that the House would 
favour him with its indulgence while h 
endeavoured to bring under their atten- 


tion the subject of which he had given 


notice. He felt his own inability to do 

. . 1) 

justice to a question Of so Much delicacy, 
, 


but it was one so just in itself, that it 


could not sutier from the incompetence of 


its advocate. I[lis object was to carry 


with him the opinion of the Hlouse and of 


the Government, as he felt confident he 
should be able to carry with him the ap- 
probation of the people out of doors in a 
proposition for conferring on his Royal 
Highness the Duke of Sussex, some pub- 
lic mark of esteem and respect. He 
proposed, in the first place, in the few 
remarks with which he meant to troubk 
the House, to show, that the Duke of Sus- 
sex had hitherto been placed in a position 
which was very unfair with respect to 
allowances and favours as compared to 
the other male branches of the royal 
family. In the next place he meant to 
show, that not only did there exist no 
reason for this invidious distinction, but 
that the Duke of Sussex was in possession 
of those distinguished qualities and vir- 
tues which endeared the prince and the 
private citizen—that he had the strongest 
claims upon the consideration of the 
people of this country—claims which a 
generous people would be proud to ac- 
knowledge. He should, without further 
preface, entcr into the details of the acts 
by which different allowances were made 
at different periods to different members 
of the royal family. In the first place, 
he ought to mention, that these acts were 
so involved, repealing some and substitut- 
ing others, that it was not without con- 


® } 
i} did not coms 
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siderable ditheulty, that he had been en 
abled to arrive at an exact conclusion. 
The first act—namely, the 18th of George 
ave to his Majesty the sum 
of 60,0002, per annum for the youngel 
wale branches of his family, with this 
them were to draw 
from it more than 15,000/., but this act 
into operation until after 
the death of his Majesty. In the mean 
time provision was made for the different 
members of the royal family by acts which 


were extremely intricate. [le would begin 


with the late Duke of York. The 32nd 
George 3rd, c. 13, conferred upon him an 
allowance of 18,0002. per annum. The 
16th of Geor rd, c. 145, conferred an 
idditional allowance of 6,000/7. Ile had 


10,0002. for taking 
her, but this last ceased 


on the demise of George 3rd. Again, by 


lov ance of 


| 
charge of his fa 


e 4th, an annuity was 


settled upon the Duke of York of | L,OOOL., 


\ allowance to 38,0001, 
Besides this he received as compensation 
for his hopric of Osnaburgh the sum 
of 16,0002, and this he received at a 


1 
time when that territory was occupied by 
He also commanded two 
ch) ved the sum of 


ler-in-chief, 


recime¢ nts, and 


10,0002, as comman These 


sums, taken altogether, amounted to 
8 0002, a-Ve Next came the Duke 
of Clarence. By the 3lst of G orge 3rd, 


e received an allowance of 12,000J. 
rd, Cc. 145, he 
By the 56th Georges ord, 
confirmed by the Ist of George 4th, he 
had 2,500/. . by the Ist and 2nd of George 
ith he had 6,000/, On the death of the 
Duke of York he received 3,000/7. and by 
the 7th and 8th of George 4th he received 
9,0002., making altogether an annual al- 
lowance of 38,500/,, besides his different 
naval commissions, and his pay as admiral 
of the fleet, the amount of which he (Mr, 
Gillon) was not cognisant of. He had 
moreover, the rangership of Bushy-park, 
which was worth about 3,400/7. The next 
was the Duke of Cumberland. By the 
39th of George 3rd, c. 29, he received 
12,0002. By the 46th of George 3rd, c. 
145, he received an addition of 6,000, 
By the 6th of George 4th, c. 71, he re- 
ceived a further 6,000/., and on the death 
of the Duke of York he received 3,000/. 
These sums amounted to 27,000/. an- 
nually, but as the Duke of Cumberland 
had retired from this country, and had 


the 46th of George 


ad 6,0000. 
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this, i 1 i t 


very long pe! had 
Ilanover, been in 1 

allowance. fl had sh 
every one ot the Lal 
royal family, with t Kceplul 
Duke of Sussex, ! i re ved 
lowances and indirect emo 
Duke of Sussex at } m 
emolument. Upon 
late Majesty to the thro 
ship ol Bushiy-pa k W 
the Duke of Sussex, but 
connected with the office were 
so that he derived no iuct 
from it. He would say, t 
provision for ti Duke ol 
comparatively moderate, 


uN 


bk id 
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' humble Dut simeere heformel as Olle Viember 1OL Palkirk (Mr. Gallon); and, 


devoted to the exercise of every practical above all, he should not dispute that which 








wd propel economy ti the l pure? ol he had tated so eloquently, and al the 
the country, be 4 tured to bring | ward ime time with so much truth, of his royal 
this mot 1 Ile t ted, that th more hichuess the Duke ot Sussex’s liberal and 
immediately ¢ ected with ( vern- ndeed munificent patronage Ol the arts, 
ment v ld 4 j UNWillil t bestow and of his roval highness disposing of the 
me mark of | c¢ approbation to the incom he enjoyed ina manner befitting 
meriws OF So < meu shed aud ill i cL Prelce id amember of thre roval famiil . 
n individual. | felt, that ain br In ither should he attempt to dispute the 
forward t ! carried W itn itement mad ith rezard to the Income 
t} ppl ba 1 ol oO! therto ¢ oved by his royal hit $s, as 
)p C \\ ul} | ( } red to the income enjoyed it dilter- 
th I tion 1 u \ { H use, Clit Lilh Softu ir lives by th other members 
thre peo] out ot a 3s, WhO l id ev ri oft the roval family. He would not enter 
ded t Duke of Sussex with eves of into the circumstances—he did not desire 
well-merited titucd would regard it. to ent into the circumstances by which 
with ; proba | would con le by that diflerence was caused, or why large. 
movin { Dre= con re eny ! by the brothers of 
nted pray { Dut f Sussex: but looking back 
int COl i i ’ } Iss i h I men red 
iOW tcl | | th } 7 e OU) e or t S il- 
( \¢ i DY | I s iu ~ | vat h (nou if 
V 1 t Wscus is very well calculated to 
Mr. WE. ( had t prompt a very ready pplication to that 
in seconding the m n, ashe was quit ilous n the part of the Crown for an 
S t that it ( nh ol oi a rs mcreas of th allowane Ss ol the roval 
I family. When such increase was made, it 
There was one pouit which bis ey d. ought to be in some case in which there 
had omitted in the co 3 f hi n;| was a neral and almost unive rsal assent 
namely, that his 1 | Highness, t Duke of the House, and an assent as ready and 
of Sussex disp dof v Vy ja un - | as universal on the part o the pe ple out 
Th V \ h it ( 1 t| t Ti i l } mb re | Wilh Te=- 
jus } t 1 et to one of e erants, being 
in) ¢ us I i { 1 dilvisi hn the rant was 
Lord Jol [i f id, t it th was cart | I lect i he did not recollect 
motion for lress to | Majesty k-} which, by a1 yity of one. THe remem- 
ing her to mn ] t I] ( yar-' bered on mn tie occasion a grant, to 
liar t ii | Lh [Hi Vil h t] | ] \] I j it i WK rk had 
enjoyed by Duke of Si He cer-| alluded—namely, the grant of 10,0002. 
tainly fe't, that if it were proper that a! a-year to the Duke of York on the ocea- 
Parliamenta ldition should be made to’: sion of iIntrusting to him George ord, 
the income of the Queen’s uncle, it would) during his malady, occasioning not in that 
be proper for the minister of the Crown to, House but out of the House reflections 
propose that add n,as n lvice natu-| which were not only injurious to the Duke 
Hy could m erateful to her Ma- of York, but tended in some degrec to 
re, if it were proy { lower the royal family to which he be- 
ma t bt ity of, lon | the estimation of the people. It 
ome neglect dl t havine ten- is because he wished to keep up that 


dered that vice, With this feel — respect which was due to the royal family 


4 ‘3 
i . 
therel he felt himself bound to say a! that he thoueht it more advisable for the 
few words, and bu few words, to the’ Ministers of the Crown to keep the incomes 
House, not having received any command | of the royal family within the limits already 


} 


assigned them; as, in exceeding the limits, 


5 b J 
or to make any proposition to the House , he thought they would not be acting up 
upon this subject; and in addressing these ; to the just expectation on the part of the 
few words to the House, he should not) nation with regard to any of the members 


attempt to dispute the greater part of the | of the royal family. Without comparing 


income of his royal highness the Duke 





statements made 
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of Sussex with those imecomes which had} Crown | left toan individual M 


n- 
hitherto been enjoved by the other mem-| ber of the H Jo | 

bers of the royal family, which he though ypposed the prop t \Iem- 
would not be altogether a satisfactor er for Falkirk, | Di 10- 
mode of deciding these ieslions, becaus : n WwW di 7 1 f " . I 
many of those to whom t cument! advisa : itself to ad ver 


would be appli | micht say that ( 1) it ild 


id m ist upon 
differed as to the justice and propriety | ct as a Minister of 1 ¢ 

of those incomes—he would say, ther thouelit vas b | to with 
fore without entering int ny ¢ ym nots ic t 1Ot } had been 1 de to 
that the Income now en} yea his roval; the Hous { 1u l did t } 
highness, the Duke of Sussex, in ¢ -; fitt vis \J of 

: Reseed 
quence of the votes of Parl nt p ; { L | t ich a 


21,000/. He must admit, th 
highness was of a most liberal d osit Vi by f I i sn r heard 
and that his royal highness wished to 1 more | r to t person 


benefit in every wavy, t lv charit AG ler of that H 


uSé 


institutions, but those which longed to h tha | t en mad 
science and literature, which made it diffi yt nob yrd, sit th by his poli- 
cult for him to k p within t! mit of t Xi nd t f Iship which 
his income; but, i ie, that y royal 
income was not nt i \ it | S 


branch of the royal family. lt t \ e 4 | i | every 
i i ‘ | vd y 
such considerat On G } Vi sf 1 
year, when the civil list had to be ttled, f th sit 
that in adverting, as Ministers felt bound, | 1 set y the nobl ord did 
to the mecom of his roval hie hness, t | tn t S ur, and \ ild, Iie 
Duke of Sussex, they did not think it DIY yt country, 
their duty to make any proposit for a \ vas by ( n oO 
increase. His own opinion, if he had « 
sulted his private inclination as to what \] 1 to tl 
would wish cone f the Duke of S I] t { 
as an individual, the respect he entertait ve met with ¢ ren neur- 
for him would haye induced him to w Hous he thoueht th 
that a larger income than that his vy compro- 
hight ss lat present \ I it I 35 { 


eranted; but, speaking in his « \ to = d 
as a Member of Parliament and a Ministei ; rif DI sition had 


of the Crown, | thoueht th Ministe said 


‘ O} Mm, 
consulted the interests of the royal family | and of 1 merits of S$ roy rhness 
in general, and the interests of the Crown, | that they | left littl nothing for him 
in coming to the resolution to which they | t Id. At the same time he might ven- 


had come, that it was not expedient to: ture to impress upon the | se the recol- 
advise her Majesty to send a messa lect that his royal | ness, the Duk 


- “4 K 
down to the House to propose any in f Sussex, had ever been, peculiarly, the 
crease of the income of his roval high s, | member of 1 yal family i0 had re- 
the Duke of Sussex. Havin said this led 1d spent his incom n this coun- 


and having said, that he did not think that | try, and that the numb f institutions 
it would be proper to give such advice to | ¢ which he presided was seventy, and 


her Majesty, he begged he might not in| not sixty, as an hon. Member had that 
the least be understood as saying, that | night stated. n addition to this, the 
rather wished that this proposition should | vai Is other ‘ts of charity of his royal 


come from a Member of the H use than 1} S were most numerous, He should 


that it should come from the Ministers of | not think that he was performing his duty 
the Crown. On the contrary, he thought ; if lid not give his cordial support to 
that if such a proposition were to be made | this mot 


to the House of Commons, it ought to be Mr. Ten D’Eyncourt said, that 


tU 
- ’ 


@ proposition made by a Minister of the | the speech of the hon. and learned Gen- 
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tleman who had just t dqowh had ad t! j' 
prived this motion of all] part charactcr, | an exam] 
and he hoped every hon. Member opposite | which, in 
would lo kk f th > cas if ly Wil ] | Ol Nn tall 
ence to its Vi rits. I} ; yal high Liat ha 
ness was now between xty eventy ipgs of the 
years of age, and oug | - vare that 
votten that he never r ved any Par! rred 


mentary allowance until he was past thirty. , disagi 


He had most | 11 I VI i 
many years | ist, a port 1 ( | ne ( i c 

for the liquidati 1 of debt ible to | 
to the Sil | al Wan i ( i} Ci- 

heyday of his youth, h | com purst 


pelled to contract. Itw , that hi ruished § 


: 3 } { 
royal Highness \ gC ] I 


present momel to } t { i i 
hospitality and dignity which his station personal 
J Pigs: 

required, the distinguished foreign who 1 

wel noy if] Lome l j , . ti ] li yi i 
; : 

conducive to the dig O! | I 

Inliv, nor to tne ¢ ill ( { t10 
Mr. Ee ht t ti of 4 


propriate posil he | t] Luty f c ted 1 
the Hou consisted In ¢ CKU | t Vy ch 


] ! 
) i j eel 
1) ] ‘ ‘ 
i 1 \ 
i? ! 
D { 110 ) 3 1) 
! 
\ to Lord, 
i \ i rer 
ae C2) ae | nal Opinion 
i! { ! ‘) I i . 
) 
| (i tt) »{ 
l { yl Last 
| ! il i h Ven 
iv ivi H ) { i of 
uld 1 OuUL Say Hat his 
favour Ol tn 
( ( { i the 
{ t nel i Vs Govern- 
, ‘ya 
( » thel ud upona 
1 hn eniaf# d 
( ! oO! Ut wh 


urging, expenadir.ul on nai ‘ Pol of A c HE £60 b 
+ ‘ ‘ ] 
verninel . A | nt i t | il I >) in . u alter 
‘ } 1 
at present « 1 by t] | l applied 
royal { \ ny : 10% re ol 
port ' | | ) \ \ tI} \10- 
| 4 
necessii \ re 1aAG nome? t tO 
more 1 dy t hin mt | ) i gs of ft Kind than th 
in favour of an ad H of ¢ eRe AY 1 be . 
royal highns { Duke of ssi bu ne l t cqui r the 
this had not been ttemy} lL on tl » 8) rnl lL bv th 
sent occasion. He was grateful to th motion of i ! ioreover, 
1] Tard 1} : a } +] Pi co 
nobie Lord for th manner 10 whieh | he thought it wa | respectiul 
had spoken. ‘The ¢ rvations of the to her Ma y, that n of thi 1d 
] 1 | ] 1 14 , r 
noble Lord had removed « at many snould hal with f UU rhiment 
) —_ 1 ’ 1 ry " : 
diticulties which many | rs f { Gover \ mu D r aware 
he two? nd « } a Lent 4 i ‘ { ~ | 
on the question, and el ( 1 kind, to f the rem consequ { ‘| ( 
Induce the acqulescent Lie Hou from b t c bt V Sing 
He, therefore, hoped that the hon. Gen- | member of it HI yuld | ly be 
1 “| fal ° 1 y, 1 l ] 
tleman would suffer his motion to be dis- | On th ounds h ave his entire and 
- ] | arn ] + aur ] 
posed of without pressing it to a divi : cordial D] { ie view OF the nov 
Cs... ) ee 1 > 4 } } 4 " } ? ae 
Sir R. Peel said UIs feelings of duty led | Lord, wish : j time, how- 
. Ee, ‘ a] ‘ ce : 4 } ¢ na _ 
him to give DIS Silt portt ytne ble Lora 1 | evel ara t its Le 12 | ed 
—_ _ savy “ 4 “ ] } 23 1 Ae = 4] a 1, . . 
this qui stion. He must say, he should not that in rerus th orant, ne was In 
be satisfied with himself if ne I ink t| e slicht td ree Intlu¢ ueed DY p' litical 
from doing what was personally disagree- | or party motives 
; : . 1 3] faut . 
able, in giving the noble Lord that sup- Mr. Hun id, that if his political and 
, | i Ag Bee ) | rie as pa ee 
port, and he must say too, that he felt personal feelings ha evel agreed, it was 
fully, th it from community of feeciu vith | in fave of this motion. For thirty years 
. 1 + } 3 1 — 1 : 1, : ee 
his Royal Highness, and from the noble | that he had been engaged in politics, he 


Lord’s intimacy with his Royal Highness, | had ever 


the noble Lord had very great temptations , favour of 
to depart from the strict line of duty on | poor, and 


. ' : 
ye7nness 1n 


ne 


ie friend of the 
It was 


education, t 
the adyocate of Jiberty. 
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not for bim to say, in what) 
Royal Hiebness had ¢ 
would only ask any individ 
what the illustrions D 
his duty. But he did 
fell from the noble Lord, t 
Friend, the Membei 
Once have put an ¢€ 
by withd: wing } m 
part he could only s iv, th | 
a public duty to perfor 
perform it, though it we 
pain that he should ai 
tion. Hel p d 
withdraw his moti 

Mr. W. Fh elliam 
tion. If the illusti 
tl 


e | ] 


collect 


} MUial \ i 
Was said he h a At i | 
out of his pt nt 
which was urged in { 


of his allowance, was the pe 


ment against st Lo J 
vinced that t Dr of S 
lk app aled to consent 


1 
to the sum whk 
The object which tl 
when tl 


il 
eas 
that it should becom 


noht 
Ul Tit 


ing a reduction tn thei 
bya return which he | 


expenditure was 1,7 
F + 12 ~— > 
before the iKelorm | 
A 
year Lovl 
Viscount Dung 
whatever were the | itl f th 


Duke, no one could be moi 
he was, to bear testi y t 
which the illustrious D 
on the arts, and the a 


he had rendered in | ull 


ritable institutions. H ped, 


that the hon, Gentleman who | 
forward this question, would 
to a division, as, il 
be construed into a ¢ 
on the gratitude of the Hous 
admitted the illustrious Duke } 

Sir De Lacy Evans was well 


the importance which att 


opini ns of the noble Lord, and 


hon. Gentleman (Sir Robert 1 


could not help thinking, that t! 


had been treated by them ratl 
He did not know why o1 
he did not hesitate to sav, t 


~ 7 
degree of exactness and 


shown in the arguments adduced 


evening, than he had heard on 
uw 


ia. | 
} 
if 
} 
! 
1a 
ia 


y 
: ¢ 
ul { 
} 
( 
} ‘ 
| 
1) 
1) 
l i ‘ 
] 
mau 
4 Lec 
i the 
“ae 
if } 
} Il Ss at 
1 
( LO Dé 
] 
i Ol 
W 
it f 
1 
i His 
Ss 
{ y { In 
iS A Ol 


rere 
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large constituencies left him no alternative 


but to divide the House. 
The House divided on the original mo- 
tion —Ayes 98; Noes 48: Majority 59. 


List of the AYt 


A'Court, ¢ 
Adam, 
Aglionby, 


aptain Knatchbull, 1 
Admiral Sir EB. 
If. A. Labouclhe re, 


Attwood, W Langd: : , hon, ©. 
Attwood, M. Litton, ‘ 

Baines, E. Mackenzie, 1 
Baring, hon. W. B. Manners, Lord C. 8. 
Barnard, 1. ( \Iaule, hon. F. 
Bernal, R. Maule, W. EI. 
Bewes, IT’. Morris, D. 

Blake, W. J O’Brien, W.S. 
Blakemore, R. O’¥errall, R. M. 
Blandford, "M: uw Ord, W 

Bruges, W. Uf. L. Paget, Lord A. 
Buller, Sir J. Y. Palmerston, Viscount 
Burr, | Parker, J. 
Campbell, Nir 1 Parke we ‘ 
Chandos, Marquess Hsien ee It 
Clay, W, Phi ips, M. 
Courtenay, P. Plumptre, J. I’. 
Crawley, S. Pringle, z 
Creswell, ¢ Pusey, P 

Cripps, J Rice, rt. hn. TS: 
Dalmeny, Lord Richards, R 
Darby, G. Rolfe, Sir R. M. 
Duckworth, S Rundle, J. 
Fastnor, Viscount Russell, Lord J. 
Freemantle, Sir T. Scholefield, J. 
Gaskell, J. M. Sheppard, T. 
Goulburn, rt. hon. H. Sibthorp, Colon 
Graham, rt. hon. SirJ, Smith, B. 
Grimsditch, T. Somerset, Lord G. 
Harcourt, G. S. Stanley, Lord 


Hardinge,rt.hn.SirI{. Stansfield, W. RR. C, 
Iiarvey, D, W. 
Hector, C. J. 
Hinde, J 


Hobhouse, rt.hn.Sir J. 


Strutt, KE. 
Teignmouth, Lord 


Tennent, J. E. 


Hobhouse, T. B. Thornely, E. 
Hodges, T. L. Tollemache, I, J 
H{odgson, R. Turner, W. 
Holmes, W. Vernon, G. II. 
Hope, hon. C. Vivian, J. F. 
Hope, G. W. Wallace, R. 
Hoskins, Kk Williams, W. 
Hughes, W. B Williams, W. A 
Hume, J. Winnington, T. E 
Humphrey, J. Yates, 3.4. 
Jackson, Serg PELLERS 
James, Sir W. ¢ Hawes, B. 
Kemble, H. Warburton, H. 


List of the Nors. 


jhn.G.R. Briscoe, J. I. 
Bry in, G. 


Bulwer, Sir E. L. 


Abercromby 
Archbold, R 
Attwood, T 


Baillie, Colonel Butler, Colonel 
Bannerman, A. Campbell, W. I. 
Barry, G. Ss. Chalmers, P. 


Bridgeman, HH, Childers, J. W, 


ght hon. 


rt.hon. Ll. 
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Codrington, Admiral =O’Conor, Don 
Denison, W. J. Pechell, ¢ aptam 
D’Eyncourt, rt.hn. T. Rice, E.R. 
Duff, J Roche, W 
Dundas, I, Roche. Sir D, 
Dundas, hon. T. Rushbrooke, Colonel 
Evans, Sir De L. Sheil, R. L. 
Ireshfield, J. W. Somerville, Sir W. M. 
Grey, rt. hon. Sir ©. Stuart, Lord J 
Guest, Sir J. Stuart, V. 
Hill, Lord A. M, ¢ Furner, Eb, 
Horsman, EF. Vigors, N. A. 
| lloward, i ak Wilshei . \\ 
Lynch, A. EH. Wood, Sir M. 
| Macleod, Rt. Wood, G. W. 
| Maher, J 
| Muskett, G. A. TELLERS, 
} O’Connell, J. Dungannon, Viscount 
| O'Connell, M. J. Gillon, W. D. 
' 
The House in Committee of Supply. 
Exrrnsr oF tHE Coronation.] The 





Chancellor of the Ex In 
that a sum be granted to her Majesty 
sufficient to defray the expenses the 
Coronation, obse pied that the Coronation 
of his Majesty George 4th cost 243.0002. 
The expenses of the next Coronation, that 
of William 4th, were estimated at 50,0002, 
but were found to amount to a sum less 
than that which he had named by 5,000/. 
or 6,0001. The whole expenses of the 
present Coronation exceeded that of his 
late Majesty; but he could explain the 
difference in a way-which would prove 
that her Majesty’s Ministers were justified 
in the outlay which had been made. The 
House would recollect, that at the ap- 
proach of the Coronation her Majesty’s 
Ministers determined to fix on a certain 
standard as to the expenses of that cere- 
monial. Many appeals were made in 
Parliament, and also from public meet- 
ings, stating that the scale proposed for 
the Coronation of her Majesty the Queen 
was unworthy the dignity of the occasion, 
and would give ge neral dis: \ppointment to 
the public. W hile her M ajesty’s Govern- 
ment felt it to be their duty to prescribe a 
limit to the expenses, they also felt, that 
within that limit it was their duty to make 
the Coronation of the Sovereign of this 
country in all respects suited to the occa- 
sion, and conducted in such a manner as 
to give the greatest share of enjoyment to 
all her subjects; and if they compared the 
late Coronation with that which took place 
at the period when George 4th ascended 
the throne, he had no difficulty in saying 
that taking (as connected with the cere- 
mony) the object of Parliament and Go. 


8) r 
MOVINe 


he (] ule Fis 


of 
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vernment to be that the greatest numbe 
} ] 
iOn 


Supply—Public Buildings 

r 
of the free subjects of this kingdom should 
have the 


ereatest decre of 


which could on such an oceasion be pos- 
sibly afforded, the course taken by them 
(the Government) was of all others tl 


ade pt i 


best which could be ett 
who differed from the Ministers o 


former occasion compar 


monial with those Coronati which they 
; dae 
recollected, and let them ask themse 
] 


wheth« r they cid neat feel a pride at 
and the result 


course of th p! eed 
whether th y regarded thie S} 

the peo} le of this country we pres ( 
to our distinguished visitors at t 


guration of her Majesty, or when tl 


assembled in well-conducted mu 


n ides 
o ' } } tat 
in the streets. He was enabled to ite t 
the House, that of the several items 


{ 


which an increase had taken 
increase was n \ 
that portion of th ceremonial peculiar! 
connected with the Sovereign, but was in- 


in no respe Ct occasl 


curred in consequence of ext nding to the 
great mass of the peopk the means ol 


participating in this national spectacle. 
For instance, the Lord Chamberlain’s ex- 


yenses were less than at the accession of 


William 

estimate ]. 
cess over the last, he wished to show 
it had taken place. There was accommo- 
dation to three th 
persons in the abbey more 


ith. [Mr. HIlime: Is there an 


No; but as there was an ex- 
how 


usand privat 


than had bes 


eiven 


afforded on the last occasion. In lik 
manner the procession r¢ ndered necessary 
a much larger expense ; but except as to 


the medals, the amount paid to theatres, 
and the fireworks, the expenses of the lat 
were kept within the bounds of the for 
Coronation. He believed, that a larg 

sum of money had been expended in the 
metropolis than if there had been two 
banquets. He spoke on good authorit 
when he said, that the public had volun- 
tarily paid for seats comm nding a vie 
of the procession no a sum 
200,0002. He had been told, on the 


{ 


mer 


less 


same 


authority, that in addition to the enormous | 


metropolitan population of one 


yt mill 
and a half, individuals from th 


country 


yn 


e 


bad flowed into town, and were enabled | 


by the arrangements made to share in the 
great national ceremonial, to the nutnber 
of 400,000. So that there was exhibited 
within the metropolis the glorious sight of 


two millions of souls; and never was there | 


given to sovereign or toa country a prouder 


| 


| ; 
+ tion. The rig | " Gentleman con- 
cluded by moving, that m of 70,0002 
should b oa | ted t > I n in 
er ft | xD { ( rn 
( I t OLrOonae 
MEY. ff , that altl the vote 
p iwa | thie S ite } esented 
to t }{ } to the Cor ition, 
t \ { t e-| less than 
t ) ( f Geore: 
1 Falust it. 
mi OUSCTV tuat a more 
9 t last week he 
ver witness It had afforded a 
1 « V | I, o itmass of the 
, ( His] sed t enjoy themselves 
| wl vas ted, quietly 
; a es 
ra na F nad that the more they 
wi left to them discretion the bette: 
}b ha we ‘| conduct of 
| | popula t ( n rebounded 
1 1 1 
much to tt it t wna esented the 
' eck 4 | res 
| st ng st J { ( ted 10y ty, 
ha d ti t il ~ er on 
j Vote 1° Tee ) 
} 
T) f 
. St c——! I BurLpIncs— Na- 
j ; my } . 
} ( \ CAALI RY.| Phe ( rcellor of 
i é e E hee t K that Opp rtunity to 
! stat that he should shortly have to pre- 
i : 
- 
S to the House two petitions, the one 
{ | nean Society and the othe: 
n t Hlorticultural Society, both 
x that Kew gardens might be made 
I wi 1y Of their nat Ll character, 
their being converted into a botanical 
| } att } | . ¢ } 
!earden, to which the public at large should 
} TT | Le eo} 
{| 1dmitted. Het ughtti ; was a subject 
. 
' } all espects deservine of the attention 
land consideration of t House, and he 
pl Ire’ | ns to ta in ¢ urly opportu 
inity of directing notice te With re- 
fspect to the admission of the public to 
| these og dens, | might erve. tl it very 


i ¢ 
4 
: 
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pl of of 20¢ | Cc auct { nd dis retion than 
that afforded by the assembled multitude 

n the occasion \Jajesty’s Corona- 


d facilities had been 


SIVel a ilso to take 
that opportunity of stating, that with re- 
spect to H pton Court, arrangements 
had been n e by t CGrovernm nt, by the 

sinecure office formerly 


| on the civil | st, wh ch had put 


them in possession of the requisite funds, 


to give to the public a complete free ad- 
misson to the palace, without cost or 
any kind upon four days in 


= Of the rematnin two one 
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was to be allotted to artists d sir ous of | | buil line in which the exhibition took 
studying there, and the othe the | pl lace was a public building. 

cleansing of the rooms. ¥ eis Clay, as one of the public, dis- 


Vote acreed { 


valiant tied dill 


lany right on the part f the public 


' On th rant of 4.3787. 8s. 8d. for | to pein tous admission to the « xhibitions 
i the N; itic 1 | ¢ war ry al ] R \ i \ ide MV. of the Rt Y | Ac demy. 
4 Color aL Schthorpe complained of the Mr. Hione was sure that his hon. friend 
i manner in whic! est t for this |v ho had just poken would be of a differ- 
i building were brought forward year after | ent opinion if he knew the facts of the 
> ear In this pl em oe nel It HH fe It qu ite indi rnant at the con- 
R building wl rt 11 Ww 1] t of tl Ri | Academy A certain 
‘g better to pull dow: ( nn] lumber of lemen, bled at a 
oe Mh Hutt expre ] | t tt publ n had ne to a resolution 
5 public \ not admitted | rye t | that lid very advantageous to th 
di exhibitions of the Royal Academy; espe- | lower classes if they could obtain seis 
oe cially when it was considered that tho tous admission to the exhibition of pict 
es exhibiti ns t plac In a | | n erect nn a building wl ch actually b Tay to 
iY ed with the public money. He thought | the public. For what was the situation 
a that the Academy might throw their rooms | in which the Royal Academy stood in that 
> ope to tl | t ( Lay respect ¢ The edt! in Traf loar- quare 
BY the week 1d cost the public 100,0002. The Royal 
Mr. O’ Connell, as t} ulding had been} A idemy occupied half that building, ata 
executed at the public expense, main- | cost to the public, therefore, of 50,0002. 
tained that it wonld be reasonable to ex Now, all that the meetine to which he 
pect that the exhibiti of the Royal; had just alluded required of the Royal 
Academy should be open to the pub! n | Academy was, that they would allow the 
two davs of the week. rooms to be gratuitously opened one day 
The Chancellor of the Exch ob- | in the week; Monday being th . day pro- 
S rved it ou ht ‘ lways t b 1 the rec |. P SE d, is th twas a kind O hal i holid Ly 


lection of the House, that the whole of | already with the working wn ; in the 
the money obtained by the exhibitions of | metropolis. To that proposition the 
the Royal Academy, was devoted to the | Academy gave an abrupt refusal. It was 
advancement of the arts. Not a single} next proposed to den that they should 
individual derived any benefit from it. It | allow the exhibition to be open gratuitous- 


was employed in defraying the expenses ly for a week after its regular close. To 
hat they as decider lly objected. what 


of the schools and of lectures, and in th tha : 
| Is at Rome, &c. At | were the receipts of th » Roy: il Academy 


endowment ot } up 





i ’ : 
the various times at which this question | On the average tho e receipts had _ re- 
had been discussed over d over again | cently been 6,000/, or 7,000/. annually, 
it was generally acknowl | that no-| while the exhibition was at Somerset-house, 
thing could | re creditable than the | the present year the receipts would prob- 
mu rin whi Rov \eademy | ibly amount to 10,0007. What did they 
devoted large sums to the advancement of | do with this money ? Their receipts for 


the arts. As tothe notion that the royal | the seventy years during which the Royal 


eS: | \ : : 

academicians der i any person profit] Academy had existed, amounted to 
1 7 1 mf \~ i; . { me 

or advanta from the xhivition, there 2720000. Of this money 73,0007. had 


never was a greater mistake. While, how- | been devoted to sending students to Rome, 


1 ' ' , | . 

ever, he said this, he undoubtedly | and to the payment of salaries to royal 

thoueht that a certain reoulated free ad- | academicians as professors, to the pay- 
) pas 


pest OF to tl xhibition would be at once | ment of a professor of anatomy, &c.; to 
i J? 


editable to the royal acat 
poet to the arts. But anything like a fund, 20,000/.; to the expenses of the 
eencral throwing open of the aac exhibition, 60,0002, ; roeery in hand, 
Was, in his optnion, to be stron rly di re 52 O00L.: € 
cated. And why wa: 
ing open of exhibitions of art to be limitec 
to the eer ea : of the Royal Acad my 
The public had no r rht to free entrane 
merely from “a circumstance that the 


— 


}annual dinners, 19,4001.; to the pension 


Xp nses of the schoo} N , 36,0002, 


this propose d rete charities, 19,000/. &e. Ina lett r which 
h id been written and published by the 
President of the Roval Acade my—he did 


not remember his name—Sir Martin Shee 


} 
! 
? 


: 


in which th > writer spoke ot R THI alism 
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against half the building being appro- 
priated to the Royal Academy. He said, 
at that time, that it would be necessary to 
build large for th 
church pictures--which were to be 
tained on 
quence of 
there was not a 
large fi reception of suc 
he had alluded to. 

Viscount Sando the uoht it would be 


Supply = 


i 


TOOHIS 
ob- 

terms. 
the 


ee, 
single 


moderate 


dividing building was, that 


room sufficiently 


r the 





very unwise to withdray ublic support 
from an institution which had produced 
such men as Sir Francis Chantre Su 
David Wilki d other eminent artist 

At the same time he was willin to allow 
that some arrangement } be made to 
admit the public gratutiously to the ex! 


bition, either one 


‘ 
i 

week after the regular close of the exhibt- 
} 


tion; and he thought the Royal Academy 
would show a sense of their own interests, 
and a due regard for the interest of the arts 
generally, by acquiescing in som plan of 


that kind. 
Sir Walter 
argue, that the Academy was to be 
considered either as a mepeiriets ora private 
institution : if it were a public institution, 
then its exhibitions ought to be opened 
free to the world: if it private 
stitution, then he was at a loss to conceive 
why it should enjoy the privilege of hold- 
ing its exhibitions in a public building 
more than the Suftolk-street ciety, O1 
any other society of 
dom. He 
why the Cartoons, the most valuable w 
of art of which the uld boast, 
should not be removed to a place where 
the public might have 
viewing them without cost, and without 


osene was understood to 


Rova 


were a 1ni- 


sO 


artists in the king- 


was alsoata loss to conceive 


nation cot 


inconvenience. 

Sir I. Inglis observed, that 
Academy owed its ae 
beginning to the end, to the 
George 3rd; _ that it was for a considerable 
period supported at the sole expense of that 
monarch; and that its funds, such as they 
now were, applied, not to the ay’ 
grandisement of individuals, but to the 


the Royal 
from the 
liberality of 


were 


general cultivation and improvement of 


the arts. It was an institution, therefore, 
in every way entitled to public respect. 
The rooms at Somerset-house had been 
presented to them, asa free gift from the 
Crown, for the purpose of their exhibi- 
tions, and the 
their business. If, 


iOl 


therefore, they had 
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an opportunity of 
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right to the rooms at Somerset-house, so 
oree had they now a right 


Bre zates. 


in an equal de 


to the rooms appropri ited to them in the 
National Gallery 

Vote acreed t 

SuppLY—BREVIATEs On the pro- 


position, that the sum of 72,0007, be 


) 


granted to defray the charge for aries 
and expenses of the two Houses of Par 
lament, and of allowances to retired 
oimece ft th two Houses, for the veal 
ending Ist March, | Lb pe put, 

Vil i] ) ( ved it he id, on 2 
! mer oceasion ask d iol n account of 
the salaris ou to the officers connected 
it the Tlous¢ of | is, ind had b 
told, that he could not move for any such 
hn account. In tl] | sent est na he 
found that 32,7002. were inciuded in this 
vote on account of those salaries Hy 


suin of 32,7007. 
p ssibli 9 
manner 
priated. 

The Chancellor of the LE achequer 
if the hon. Gentleman wished to know the 
names of 


the persous to whom the money 
paid, 


In Whie 


said, 


was he could very easily arrive at 
that knowledge by referring to the re ports 
of committees of the Hous of Lords 
which had sat upon the subject of the fees 
and salaries paid to the their 


Lordships’ House. But, 


oflicers of 


with respect to 


| 
one Elouse making motions for returns re- 
lating to the eeailhen nt of the other, 
he thought it a proceeding in which a cer- 
tain degree of discretion should be used. 
bond Granville Somerset observed, that 
11,0002. was charged for eparing the 


DI 
breviates of private bills. He wished 

know whether that intended to bea 
permanent charge, or whether it 
payment on experiment 


which bac a been the present 


was 
Was a 
account of the 
made during 
Session. 

Mr. P. Thomson said, that the 1,0001. 
was certainly to defray the expense of the 
present year. As far as his observation 
had gone, he believed, that the experiment 
had answered perfectly well. In conse- 
quence of the breviates the attention of 
Members had been drawn to the details 
bills; and, he believed, that 
knowledge of the attention of 
called to private bills 


of private 
from the 
Members being so 


many of those gross jobs which bad taken 
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place in former years had not | t-] that lian £ Ex 
} ; 


tempted during the present Session. HH 
did not consider the sum of 1 Fual, t 


any great remuneratl to t ( tl in | sclect ’ not i 
who had prepared tii viales, proie > er mce, 
had discharged that duty so m | awafe t ; rent] 
satisfaction of the Sy | erfi 
House; nor did he think that th enc i 
could be ittained : 
Booth (the gentleman refet { profes 
man of great ability, « dis 
and one posses 
ledge of the law bay 
Mr. Cres O 
the able manner in which Mi 
discharged the duty intrt 
‘The Speaker s id, th e 
ino confided to him tl ' 
the individual to whom the ch i 
paring the breviates was to be int ( they 
thought it right t 
under which he had m ' 
The House w iS periectly 
was merely an experiment for 


that consisted thx ish 
individual who was com} 
the duty, to undertake it. It w 
that the task of preparing reviates | ¢ tly 1 inera did 
of private bills required a person of very | that 


considerable professional ex, ( 


order to discharge the duty in am 
satisfactory to the Hous It 
easy to find a professional 

very considerabl expel 

consent to relinquish three or f 

of the most active period of t 


order to serve the Ho: of ( 


( 
being quite uncertain wl 

afterwards be retained by the H 
whether the remun t) 

House might be disposed 

be such as would corres} 

views to accept. Under th cum- | 


stances, he made all the 
could, respecting the t 
had appointed to « t d 
With Mr. Booth he had no_ previous } Ir. tha 
acquaintance; he had acted uy the | 

judgment of an individual in wl he | Ves 
could perfectly confide. That gent tint 
recommended Mr. Booth as a person well | 
qualified to perform the duty required of | 
him, and, as far as the experiment 
gone, he considered that Mr. Booth 
conducted himself in a mann h 
titled him to the approbation of the]1 toh ited, 
House. He had felt, that th reatest | t h |] ry, 
inconvenience to which the House was] particularly fully 
exposed in making the experi | 
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